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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

Other 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

More cycleways, scooter and walking initiatives and public transport 

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

Less roading and additional lanes, these are dead ends with a growing population 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cutting walking and cycling as "low value" is wrong. this is the future 

 

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

Walking, cycling and public transport 

 

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

roads, cars and extra lanes 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It is undervalued and under used as it stands 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I cant get to the details 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

I don't know 

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

 

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

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 

Fairly Important 
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Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

The north shore is sadly lacking in recreation facilities compared to the rest of NZ, yet 
we punch above our weight in sporting success (bmx champions etc) this helps health 
and kids and all. 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

More cycling, walking, scooter and non car transport please. We have wrecked 
suburbs and communities with car centric planning for years.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Transport - especially an functional, more extensive train system 

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

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think cycleways would be a great way to encourage a greener city and provide 
cheaper transport options for students or lower-income households. 

Capped transport passes would make a big difference in me deciding to use public 
transport or my personal car. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I didn't know the north shore had a stadium 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

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

Support 

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

 

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

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Very Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

no 

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

no 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

no 

 

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

no 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

sell it 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

no 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Do not support 

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

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

 

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

no 

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I do not support any priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 

Not Important 
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Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

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

Support 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

28



#  

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Review cost of project first before spending. I've seen pedestrian traffic lights built 
through a timespan of 15 months and it is right in front of a roundabout... 

 

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

NA 

 

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

Traffic lights and speed bumps. 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

Losing control over the port will pass a significant cost increase to the ratepayers in the 
city. The total plan is misleading, it only values the monetary value council is getting 
while ignoring the other hidden costs bear by the rate payers. 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support the implementation of congestion charging at peak times to disincentivize the 
use of private motor vehicles. The generated revenue should go into public transport 
and cycle connections. 

 

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

Spend more on Public transport including rail links to the CRL. Pedestrianising urban 
centres should continue, with good public transport links pedestrianised centres such 
as Auckland CBD and Takapuna are far more enjoyable and safe places to visit and 
enjoy. 

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

Port of Auckland is a valuable industry for Auckland that employs a diverse group of 
people from underprivileged demographics. Under an OPCO/PROPCO model the 
social/cultural elements of this business would degrade as all focus shifts towards 
profits. The people of Auckland would see a decline in the social benefits that Port of 
Auckland brings and the care and effort they put into maintaining social licence to 
operate. 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Do not support 

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

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

No, they need to realise that we are in a cost-of-living crisis and that people are 
struggling, stop spending unnecessarily. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Absolutely, if it is not essential then it should be looked at 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport in Auckland is a nightmare, even if it was improved it is not always 
convenient to get where you want to go.  For me to go to work its two busses and a 
long walk - so its never going to work. 

 

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

NO 

 

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

Yes, everything non essential 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

not necessarily to spend 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop selling of assets, protect what we do have 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

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

 

Tell us here: 

it keeps ownership and brings in income 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Helps take the day to day strain off rate payers 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

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

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

46



#  

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

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

Please invest more in the library. This is the most important service for us. 

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

AT! They waste so much to do nothing! 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

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

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

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

I don't know 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

More public transport passes during the peak hours in the morning and late afternoon. 

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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less traffic management such as pedestrian crossings and speed bumps and other 
traffic restrictions 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

the proposal has a good balance 

 

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

more busses and routes 

 

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

no 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

the stadium is often empty and unused for a large part of the year 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

the airport shares should be sold to keep a cap on rates increases 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

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

 

Tell us here: 

the port provides an essential service to the aucklland economy 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

it is important to keep public service infrastructure and services maintained 

 

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

Tell us here: 

no 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

the port should be maintained to provide an essential service to the auckland economy 

 

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

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

the port provides an essential service to the auckland economy 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

no 

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

the Albany library should be maintained in a central location as close to Albany village 
as possible to maintain the foot traffic using the library with improved parking and 
pedestrian access. The council should also look at extending the Albany Library i 

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

the priorities are about right 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
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consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

the council should introduce paid public parting with no time limit restrictions for 
members of the public who want to use the library car parks for other busyness. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

Be more accountable and intentional with the money they spend! 

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

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I absolutely agree with the initiatives that are being stopped 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I do not support most priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

The main focus especially for the Albany area needs to be reduced congestion! The 
arterial network around Apollo Drive etc and the motorway is a huge waste of 
productivity! 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Leave it as is 

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

I feel like I've contributed more than my fair share, especially considering the reduced 
services from the council that are relevant to me. It might be time for us to start 
trimming unnecessary expenses. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Please eliminate the subsidies for the CRL train set; I prefer not to support that service. 
Additionally, I'd like to discontinue the organic bin service as I don't intend to utilize it. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Save money by improving efficiency 

 

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

TIME TO SAVE MONEY AND CUT WASTAGE 

 

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

Everything 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

The North Shore area requires our stadium. Get more event  by changing the rules... 

Also STOP wasting money in constructing a stadium in the CBD and focus resources 
where they're needed most. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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Use the money to pay debt 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

Use the money to pay debt 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Reduce the council wastage and keep the promise of saving with one supercity 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I do not support most priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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Work with Massey University to share the library facilities 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Start Saving and spend within mean

78



#  

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

n/a 

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

n/a 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

n/a 

 

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

n/a 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

n/a 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Move Auckland Port to other place. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

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

n/a 

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I do not support most priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 
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Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

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

Sort out stormwater issues 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Tinkering about with speedbumps and the like in rich areas while poorer areas roads 
are ignored. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Traffic in Auckland costs us all so much time and money. If we can sort this out in a 
meaningful way, it will free us up to be a much more productive city. 

 

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

Public transport ideas that don't involve roads. Linking up the different sections of 
auckland so that you don't have to go into town for every journey. 

 

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

Consultant wages. We need a vision and a plan which we can get behind, not a bunch 
of ideas that never happen. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

If you make this stadium nicer to go to, people will come! It's an average stadium with 
very little going for it as it stands. 

 

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

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

I do not agree with the selling of such assets. It makes no sense to sell assets to pay 
bills or purchase a liability. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

I wouldn't be against the closure/selling of the ports in auckland so we can have a 
world-class waterfront. The port, while economically viable, is an eyesore and a waste 
of prime land in the CBD. 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Investing dividends is wise. This will help us drag ourselves out of the short-sighted 
vote grabbing 'keep rates low' nonsense that has let us to this point by ensuring our 
money works for us. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Love the idea of a future fund. I believe that we as Aucklanders have similar visions for 
what we'd like for a city, regardless of who you vote for. The only difference is in the 
priority/execution of these plans. A future fund ensures that we don't lose sight of a 
vision of an Auckland that functions as a major city - a place we can be proud to call 
home. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The ports are a waste of good space that could make the CBD a place to go again. I 
look at the improvements to downtown over the last few years and think how great it 
would be if the port was moved and that area developed like that. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

As above. It could be much better used as something other than a port. Depending on 
what replaces it, it could even be more valuable than the port itself! 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

I do not. 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 
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Tell us why 

Albany is a great place to live, but can be a bit rough/dirty/industrial in places. Adding 
some extra green spaces and places where people can meet/play would be great! 

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

I have no problem with it 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Fundraising in the area - get locals to support the facility by putting their hands in their 
pocket. A targeted rate is fine, but I'm not sure people would trust the council to spend 
it on what they say they will. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I know that Mr Brown doesn't agree with taking on debt, but sometimes taking on extra 
debt to do something that will make extra money for council in the long run might be a 
good idea! If these investments are made early (like they should have been over the 
last 50-odd years), they lessen the issues we face down the track.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

stop wasting money on road cones and cycle lanes.  

you've put up rates but reduced the amount of bins around. how does that make 
sense. on the shore we pay for bin tickets yet you propose to reduce collection fort 
nightly. easy solve is to charge other parts of Auckland to make it more viable. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

dont need to pay less just stop wasting money on dumb extras get the foundations 
right and pay down debt. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

we have a great bus way on the Northshore but busses are unreliable. someone 
needs to put a train in from rodney and definitley some multi story car parking buildings 
at constellation and Albany. super bus hubs. Kumeu riverhead either need a train or 
bus hubs because that road sucks. 

 

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

bus ways and car parks at said bus stations. coastal walkways which attract tourists. 

 

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

nice to have extras like cycle ways, art and speed bumps everywhere 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

its been someone's idealistic approach to run the field into the ground and stop using 
it. missed out on revenue from womans world cup because upkeep stopped. missed 
out on the soccer team. just look around Albany and your long term plan for albany 
with sky rises and new suburbs why on earth would you down grade the stadium when 
population is set to boom in there area and also be the hub for hibiscus coast. the 
pool, the mall the soccer and tennis fields all crank with numbers every day of the 
week., just be smarter about stadium use. book the right things beause at the moment 
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your activley running it into the ground and making excuses that no one is using it. the 
outside fields could easily be used for more outdoor festivals. Clearly the management 
behind the stadium has given up because no one has used wet n forget on the roof.  
The bus station is right there and a motorway with a huge carpark + bars and hotels. 
so what's the issue don't be lazy. mount smart is a ********** stadium with ********** 
access yet does well. 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

The rates keep increasing but there is no evidence of you doing the same or more 

The council keep seem to be charging more and doing less 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Get rid of those little green which you chare $70 per year for 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

In our area we have a regular bus service using large buses. 

Most of the time these buses drive around empty or just have 1,2 or 3 passengers. 

Stop all work on raised pedestrian crossing and cycleways 

Stop subsiding public transport to the extent it is. 

You want people to use public transport yet hoe reliable are the trains. 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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Its a nice to have 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

The port belongs to the Auckland rate pays  

why would you just give it away to Northland or Tauranga 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Do not support 

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

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

 

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

Support 

 

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

He is the Council being devious with targeted rates. 

You tell is that the rate increase will be 7.5% the you add on Targeted Rates 

When it comes to rubbish collections sticker system keep you should only pay if you 
put rubbish out 

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

There you go again wit Targeted rates 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Tell the mayor we want less talk about how great he is and more action 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

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

If anything else do less or do more by getting more from corporate not from residential 
rate 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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If anything else do less or do more by getting more from corporate not from residential 
rate 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I have no faith in auckland transport. 

 

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

QBE stadium - please spend more and make it available for more public/community 
use 

 

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

Auckland transport wasteful spending 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It’s fine the way it is 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

111



#187 
 

Keep auckland airport the way it is 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

Should change as proposal 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

No 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Don’t waste money on this BS 

 

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

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

Again no wasteful spending 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

Don’t know 

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Because i say so 

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

Only the library seems important and meaningful 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Tax the corporate rather than increasing residential rate 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

13% rate increase in 3 years is alot for getting less. Can we have a new mayor?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Bike lanes are a complete waste of money 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

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

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Do not support 

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

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

Build more separated cycle lanes 

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

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Reducing spend on cycling upgrades means our city is going backwards. It gives the 
best vang for buck in terms of benefits to society, climate change, health, air pollution 
and seeing Auckland families have more fun 

 

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

Cycling 

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell or lease the land for commercial development 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Lease the port land and use the money to pay back debt 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Lease the port land and use the money to pay back debt 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

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

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

More roads, 

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

Less bike lanes. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Because there is a big portion of the population within the auckland area living north of 
Albany (extending to Wakefield) who wouldn't want to travel to central auckland for 
every event. There is no reason why the north shore stadium shouldn't be cheaper to 
host events compares to mt smart or eden park since there are less seating and 
facilities to accommodate it. 

The stadiums should be under independent operators with CEOs who strive for best 
efficiency &  and returns for investment. 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Makes sense. 
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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: 

Let the professionals runs the Ports and let the people gain some benefits from it 
running, rather than being a burden. 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Pay down debt first, why does the council insist in Funds when the council is jack high 
In debit. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Pay down debt. None of those stupid social calculations involved. Just cash and pay 
down debt. 

 

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

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

Pay down debt. None of those stupid social calculations involved. Just cash and pay 
down debt. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays,Upper Harbour,Waitākere Ranges 

 

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

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress the detailed business case and 
delivery of a new library and community 
hub in Takapuna. 

Fairly Important 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 
Parks Management Plan that will guide 
decisions on the use and management of 
our parks and open spaces. 

Fairly Important 

Implement priority actions from the 
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 
to Māori including the restoration and 
improvement of Te Uru Tapu. 

Not Important 

Invest in the delivery of key events in our 
town centres to support local businesses 
and showcase our area to visitors and 
locals alike. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and improve community 
facilities including the playground at Achilles 
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities 
at Becroft Park. 

Fairly Important 

Continue support of our valued art partners 
who provide a wide range of programmes, 
exhibitions and live productions and 
performances. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

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

 

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

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

 

Support the development of community led 
resilience networks in our area, so our 
community and organisations will know who 
does what, where to get information and 
how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 
of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
contamination and sedimentation through 
methods such as re-naturalisation, or 
daylighting. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 
the future uses of our undeveloped 
reserves, and older established ones, 
including investigation of cost-effective 
options for other informal recreation and 
play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 
in our area, such as events, festivals, and 
other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Paid parking around the park, just do it anyways. 

 

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

 

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

Initiatives to support community resilience 
and safety. 

I support most priorities 

Progress priority actions from the Waitākere 
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under 
development). 

Very Important 

Restoration and enhancement of significant 
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer 
zones around the regional park. 

Not Important 

Operating grants for arts and culture 
programmes delivered by our community 
arts partners, such as Te Uru. 

Very Important 
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Continue to activate library spaces with 
programmes, services and events. 

Not Important 

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and 
Titirangi Community Houses. 

Very Important 

Invest in our relationship with mana 
whenua, Te Kawerau ā Maki. 

Very Important 

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Not Important 

Progress an application for Waitakere 
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark 
sky place. 

Very Important 

 

Tell us why 

Very Important 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Public transport 

 

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

Cycle lanes 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

We shouldn't just be getting rid of stadium infrastructure. Provide better management 
and make use of what's been built 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I do not support most priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Fairly Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Gills Road Link Project to be put back into the plan as it affects a large number of 
residential areas. Not just benefiting Albany heights, but reducing traffic for dairy flat 
too
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Less on cycle lanes and speed bumps 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

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

Support 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I do not support most priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

Fund surf lifesaving clubs better 

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

less beurocrats 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

motorways 

 

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

cycle ways 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

I don't know 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

I don't know 

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

Do not support 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

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

 

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

 

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

Upper Harbour 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
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Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Pool at Fred Taylor Park. Litter pick up and weed control on Footpaths and roads 
larger regional park budget for weed and pest control and track maintenance. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Fewer Local Boards. Sell North Harbour Stadium. No pool on waterfront.  Mayor's 
personal folly. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

General direction sensible but again the West is left out. Begin  Lincoln Road/ Central 
Patk/Triangle interchange improvements as planned for last 15 years 

 

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

Northwestern full bus way. SH 16 is one of the most congested routes in the morning 
costing millions in lost productivity and carding to emissions. Te Whau pathway 
funding. 

 

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

Speed tables 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Be brave Mr Mayor. Sell the Stadium. It is an expensive white elephant.  Certain 
councillors have blocked a sensible Stadium for a decade costing Auckland millions in 
opex and capex which could have been avoided. The power is in your hands, 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

The reports say it all. It's the best financial outcome 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

It makes financial sense. The former board and CEO of ports proposed this over 6 
years ago and no one was listening. This is not new but it needs to be done. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

There is already  plenty of public waterfront land. Council still needs to concentrate on 
developing the Headland Park. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

If you want to sell operational part of Port the keep it attractive for a purchaser. Don't 
limit their options by constantly wanting to reduce the footprint. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

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

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

Support 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

Henderson-Massey,Upper Harbour,Waitākere Ranges 

 

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

Fairly Important 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 
support connectedness, diversity and 
inclusion in our community. 

Very Important 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 
increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
health and provide for resilient and low 
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey. 

Very Important 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
services and spaces meet the needs of our 
diverse communities. 

Very Important 

Our Places – support initiatives that 
improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

Very Important 

Our Economy – continue to support the 
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 
Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

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

 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

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

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

No Targeted rate on western side of Greenhithe Bridge as Te Manawa library is our 
local library 

 

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

 

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

Initiatives to support community resilience 
and safety. 

I support most priorities 

Progress priority actions from the Waitākere 
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under 
development). 

Fairly Important 

Restoration and enhancement of significant 
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer 
zones around the regional park. 

Fairly Important 

Operating grants for arts and culture 
programmes delivered by our community 
arts partners, such as Te Uru. 

Very Important 

Continue to activate library spaces with 
programmes, services and events. 

Fairly Important 

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and 
Titirangi Community Houses. 

Very Important 

Invest in our relationship with mana 
whenua, Te Kawerau ā Maki. 

Very Important 

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Very Important 

Progress an application for Waitakere 
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark 
sky place. 

Very Important 
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Tell us why 

Not Important 

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

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

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

177



#333 
 
4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Other 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Henderson-Massey,Waitākere Ranges 

 

Waitākere Ranges Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitākere Ranges in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Initiatives to support community resilience 
and safety. 

I support most priorities 

Progress priority actions from the Waitākere 
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under 
development). 

 

Restoration and enhancement of significant 
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer 
zones around the regional park. 

 

Operating grants for arts and culture 
programmes delivered by our community 
arts partners, such as Te Uru. 

 

Continue to activate library spaces with 
programmes, services and events. 

 

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and 
Titirangi Community Houses. 
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Invest in our relationship with mana 
whenua, Te Kawerau ā Maki. 

 

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.  

Progress an application for Waitakere 
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark 
sky place. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitākere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

182



#399 
 

Halve salaries for the Mayor, Deputy Mayor, CEO, executive management staff and 
consultants fees 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Not equitable and sustainable in the truest sense 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Salaries and consultant fees 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Housing 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Unfair 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Move to Whangarei 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Whangarei 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Housing 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

None 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Reduce salaries and consultant fees 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

good 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

ok 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

reduce salaries and consultant fees 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No and thanks for my $100 reward

188



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce land rates. It is ridiculous.  Politician never keep their promise.  

Reduce wage and salary of watercare and council employee.  
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Investigate why always council's admin expense are very high than normal company. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Everything 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The management team lacks expertise in leveraging the Stadium for business 
opportunities and lacks an international perspective. However, there are numerous 
potential activities that could be pursued, including: 

Organizing teenage school football leagues and other outdoor sports activities in 
Northshore. 

Hosting periodic art performances in the Stadium, such as outdoor group dancing 
events. 

Renting out the Stadium to commercial organizations as a training base. 

These initiatives could significantly enhance the utilization and revenue generation of 
the Stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

If you cannot get more profit, it probably rent it out to gain rental. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Redevelopment port land. But Council shall play landlord role 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Do not support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I support upgrade traffic system. But it needs to use cheapest quotation. 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 
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I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Regeneration. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Cycle lanes and pedestrian crossings. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Traffic management has become a huge cost and is now accepted as being over the 
top and wasteful. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

network optimisation. Yes please. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

pedestrian crossings and cycleways. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Move with the times. Stadium generally have a shelf life and this stadium has reached 
its end of life. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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Minor shareholder who may be called upon to provide advances in due course. Time 
to quit. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Poorly performing asset. Show me the money. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

Unsure. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Take the 2.1b. It's a certainty and transfers risk to the operator. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Do not support 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

no 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More investment in public transport, especially trains. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Reduce the amount of cycle ways that are getting installed and focus on bulk public 
transport. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 

205



#442 
 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 

Very Important 
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Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It will help and make it better and easier for everyone 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Do whatever will save money 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't sell our stuff especially when we need it 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Not really. We are already being charged an arm and a leg for our rates. The fact that 
the rates are calculated as a % of the CV is day light robbery. It should be as per the 
area of the house/land to be fair to the tac payer. I have 2 properties and this will 
increase my cost significantly on top of the existing overheads. If this proposal goes 
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ahead, i will sell both my houses, pack up my stuff, and move with my family to 
Australia. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

I will leave the prioritizing to your experts. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because its going to cost me money. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

The cultural activities. They don't add any value to me. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Because I do not want any further rate payer money to be spent on it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

215



#490 
 
Tell us why: 

Because I gives more cash in hand to the council. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

More money to the council, meaning less rates increases. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

I do not intent to pay higher rates. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Manurewa,Upper Harbour 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 
whenua through project delivery, including 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 
Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 
as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 
Bike Hub with our community partners. 

 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 
plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 
and addressing local safety concerns 
enhancing the overall sense of safety within 
our local community. 

 

Improve employment and economic 
opportunities through our local economic 
broker programme. 

 

Support community-led activations at our 
parks and facilities through our community 
grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

Not Important 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

Not Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

Not Important 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Not Important 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

Not Important 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

Not Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

Because, I do not wish for my rates to be 
increased to fund public activities that are of 
no benefit to me.   

I would rather keep the focus on Transport 
and infrastructure (including water 
infrastructure) 

 

Tell us why 

They are a waste of ratepayer money. 
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7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Because i do not want by rates to be increased. 
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7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Its absolute dogshit. I thought voting for mayor brown would be beneficial for us 
ratepayers. But doesn't seem to be the case so far. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

No. Sell the land. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

223



#503 
 
2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

it is absolutely essential 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

more on transport initiatives 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

it is an ugly white elephant, and not fit for purpose. A poor decision to choose that 
particular design in the first place. A fitting legacy for the inept North Shore City 
Council. Let's move on! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It makes economic sense 

 

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: 

it makes more economic sense. The Council shouldn't be in the business 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

If Auckland wants to be a significant city it needs better access to the waterfront. The 
current usage for imported cars etc is scandalous 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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The city needs to move towards opening up the waterfront to public use and 
development 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Fairly Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

ok but not particularly aspirational or inspiring 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

There is a need to get core services regenerated and up to standard. Infrastructure 
requires constant maintence and life cycle costing should be used the ensure the 
lowest cost of ownership. Stretching plant life beyond its economicic life span is not a 
good option. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

I question the value of many cultural events at the expense of core services. Ordinary 
as a whole do not benefit from them. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The waste of maney on speed bumps and poor manintenace country wide needs to be 
addressed. Cycleways are generally empty and the geography of Auckland is not kind 
to cyclists. I cycled in Auckland when I was young but with currrent traffic density and 
road manners I would not consider it. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

A new horbour crossing and busways. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Speedbumps, Road maintenance. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

This Stadium has not been given a chance to show its potential. Divert some of the 
Eden Park expediture to develop the Stadium. It has the best road transport links of 
any venues in the Auckalnd City and also the Northern Busway serves it. This is an 
unvalued venue. 

 

237



#597 
 
4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

This is a long overdue measure. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Given the current state of rhe finances this would seem to be a better option. The Port 
Management has not been world class. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Continue with services funding but ensure some funds are placed in the Future Fund 
on good years. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

Lack of detail of the other uses prevents a rational decision. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

See above. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Do not support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Again a focus on core services. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Libraries need to be accessible to local areas. We do not need large inaccesable 
libraries in retail hubs. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Councils have been involved to many diversions over the 30 years at the exoense of 
core service. I also struggle with the out sourced service model and how things cost 
less when there is another layer of profit needed.Someone looses. Perhaps going 
back to a Town CXlerk and a Chief Engineer would be a good start.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Relook at Auckland Council staffing numbers with a view of reducing it, or at the 
minimum a freeze on new hiring (except for most important positions) for a year or two. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There is an urgent need to improve Auckland's transport woes 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland has too many stadiums. North Harbour stadium is a white elephant and is 
therefore not needed. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

244



#628 
 
4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

1) Free up a substantial amount of cash 

2) Private enterprise will manage the port operations more profitably. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

The current library in Albany is more than sufficient. There is NO need for a multi-
purpose library facility. It is a NICE to have  but NOT a need to have. 
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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: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Nothing more should be spent, Live with in your means and give the rate payers a  

break from the constant increases. 

MAYOR BROWN THIS IS WHAT YOU WERE ELECTED TO DO. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

PUBLIC TRANSPORT AND THE VAST COLLECTION OF EMPTY BUSSES ON THE 
ROADS EACH DAY.  There is NEVER  any more than one person on the bus  between 
Hobson Ville  and West gate 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I DO NOT KNOW WHY THE TRANSPORT PLANNERS HATE CARS SO MUCH. 

 THE MONEY SPENT ON THE N W CYCLE WAY IS AN OUTRAGE. There are hardly 
any  people ever on it. Except for recreational cyclists on a Sunday.   The NW bike 
lane should have been wide enough for buses.  GIVE THE PEOPLE WHAT THEY 
USE/NEED.  

aT LEAST YOU PLAN TO STOP WASTING MONEY ON SPEED BUMPS. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

CARS AND CAR TRANSPORT 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

BUSES AB=ND CYCLE TRANSPORT. GIVE THE PEOPLE WHAT THEY WANT AND 
USE. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

SELL THE SHARES AND KEEP THE RATES DOWN 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

SELL SOME OF THE COUNCIL OWNED ASSETS 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 
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Tell us why: 

The selling sounds ok in principle. However if Ngati Whatua are going to take /or make 
a claim on it it is better to leave it where it is. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

If it is going to be a Maori land grab then it is better to leave it where it is. 

I doubt if the Council sold it the   rate payers would get anything out of it. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

253



#635 
 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

JUst  reduce the rates and stop spending  until the Council can afford things. Get rid of 
most of the "nice to haves" and the staff that  run  them 

We do not need another lib at Albany 
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7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

YES DONT BUILD THE LIBRARY UNTIL WE CAN AFFORD IT 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better transport options, with more of a focus on public transport, ideally get Auckland 
connected without having to travel central to transfer out again. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Anything that can be funded by the people for the people. Ie, events like council 
funded events in the parks, I love them, but if there is a option to "privatise" it, it could 
keep rates lower for the families that really need it 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not think removing planned upgrades due to the cost should be something 
Auckland should be doing if it wants a proper city of the future. Things like raised 
crossing aren't great for traffic flow and costs, but it is good for the safety of kids, the 
ease of elderly, or those disabled to allow them to safely move through our city. There 
has been a huge car centric approach to our projects with little thought to other modes 
due to the "costs" and impact on private vehicles. There should be a focus on reliable 
and fast public transport first. There should be less of a focus on private vehicle 
optimisation and spending. I'm especially concerned around changes around traffic 
management as this could lead to accidents. H&S of our labourers should be a focus 
instead of the ability for a single occupancy in their private vehicle to get there faster 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More on public transport with a huge focus on connecting Auckland suburbs to each 
other with less bottle neck transport hubs. Suburbs neighbouring each other shouldn't 
require a 40min public transportbride with a transfer as this pushes people to private 
vehicles. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less on what is better for single occupancy private vehicles. Not make this option 
unusable but it should be a luxury, not a necessity to have 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 
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Tell us why: 

Land, in a housing crisis and transport mismanagement, is more valuable than a 
stadium that is not able to be enjoyed by all 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Maintaining assets is important as these are only likely to increase in value. Once 
they're gone, they're gone and that's just creating a risk for future generations 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

This is a complex issue that could see a short term gain of 2.1b but could increase the 
costs of anything that uses the ports that would mean Aucklanders could be worse off. 

I would lean towards keeping it the same model as what we have but to look at how 
other successful cities have managed their ports and utilise what they do and learn 
from their experiences 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I again, would suggest we look at other successful cities and see how they invest 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

More land for the public is always good 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

I don't know 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Thank you for this amazing opportunity. 

During rain I clean the gutters in our street to prevent them from blocking. What 
causes blocking? Mainly people/contractors leaving and blowing grass off-curs into he 
streets. Can wee stop this please. 
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Thank 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

np 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You know best 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

no 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Hand outs 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Make it a school 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

You know best 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

You know best. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

You know best 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

n. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

no 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Blocked gutters all over
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a crucial role in our community by offering essential services 
to ensure beach safety. Nonetheless, many of these facilities are nearing the end of 
their lifespan and require replacement. Insufficient funding will jeopardise the effective 
continuation of their lifesaving efforts. The Auckland region faces the risk of losing 
dedicated volunteers if facilities fail to meet modern standards and fail to attract 
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visitors. This would mark the end of over a century of vigilant beach safety efforts.  I 
urge the Auckland Council to allocate $8.02 million in funding within the Long Term 
Plan specifically designated for rebuilding and maintaining surf lifesaving club facilities, 
in line with SLSNR’s Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
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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? 

With regard to Question 1C, Council has a central proposal that recommends 
spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a criticial 
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component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 
centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 
the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. 

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated funding 
is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 
beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 
have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Waitākere Ranges 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less cycle lanes and speed bumps. Fix the water pipes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We should not be subsidising public transport,  user pays. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Dedicated along side the motorway bus lanes like the North shore Express busway. 
Westgate to the city could do with one and trains to helensville. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

North shore population is growing including the orewa area, so there is lots of 
opportunities for major events to be held at the Albany stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Council should be able to manage this in house with out the need for another 
organisation structure which we can't afford. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

The port structure works well now. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

We need the money spent now to fix our existing infrastructure issues.. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Very Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

they are logical 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

no 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

raised crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

logical decision 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

it is what needs to be done 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

we need the funds to help 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

would be good for Auckland as a whole 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Practical solution 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

283



#709 
 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

COLLECT RATES FROM CENTRAL GOVT ON THEIR PROPERTIES IN AUCKLAND 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

These things  need to be considered now or they will be forgotten 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Look good to me 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Get a partner to invest and give them the naming rights for say the next 20 years as 
long as they make a contribution each year. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays,Rodney,Upper Harbour,Waiheke,Waitematā 

 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in 
2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress the detailed business case and 
delivery of a new library and community 
hub in Takapuna. 

Not Important 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 
Parks Management Plan that will guide 
decisions on the use and management of 
our parks and open spaces. 

Not Important 

Implement priority actions from the 
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 
to Māori including the restoration and 
improvement of Te Uru Tapu. 

Not Important 

Invest in the delivery of key events in our 
town centres to support local businesses 
and showcase our area to visitors and 
locals alike. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and improve community 
facilities including the playground at Achilles 
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities 
at Becroft Park. 

Fairly Important 

292



#712 
 

Continue support of our valued art partners 
who provide a wide range of programmes, 
exhibitions and live productions and 
performances. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Our People – create opportunities that 
support connectedness, diversity and 
inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 
increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
health and provide for resilient and low 
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
services and spaces meet the needs of our 
diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 
improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 
Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 
resilience networks in our area, so our 
community and organisations will know who 
does what, where to get information and 
how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 
of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
contamination and sedimentation through 
methods such as re-naturalisation, or 
daylighting. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 
the future uses of our undeveloped 
reserves, and older established ones, 
including investigation of cost-effective 
options for other informal recreation and 
play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 
in our area, such as events, festivals, and 
other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Fairly Important 

Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 
Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

Fairly Important 

Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 

Not Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Not Important 
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Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Not Important 

Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

Fairly Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

Not Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 
 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

297



#712 
 
 

Waiheke Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waiheke in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Delivering core council operational 
services, such as mowing, track and facility 
maintenance, and the library. 

 

Very Important 

Programmes which protect, restore, and 
enhance the island’s natural environment, 
and initiatives that provide opportunities for 
community connectedness, capability and 
resilience. 

Fairly Important 

Working with our community and 
businesses to progress actions within the 
Waiheke Island Climate Action Plan. 

 

Fairly Important 

Progressing recommended actions within 
the Waiheke Local Parks Management Plan 
and the Rangihoua Reserve and Onetangi 
Sports Park Reserve Management Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Working with mana whenua and 
mataawaka to identify and respond to their 
needs and aspirations. 

Not Important 

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira 
Reserve playground. 

Fairly Important 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waiheke proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
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Waitematā Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitematā in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

Not Important 

Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 
remediation and seismic strengthening, and 
progress physical works. 

 

Not Important 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

Not Important 

Deliver services and programmes that 
support youth activation, leadership, and 
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket. 

 

Not Important 

Develop programmes that improve 
perceptions of safety within the City Centre, 
and our town-centres. 

 

Fairly Important 

Support local communities to develop 
Emergency Planning & Readiness 
Response Plans. 

 

Not Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 
celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible. 

Fairly Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitematā proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

300



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less staff across the entire organisation to become a more effective entity. Significant 
savings could be made in Auckland Transport and WaterCare. Please review project 
costs and their benefits. Stick to core services only. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

To increase the uptake in public transport, I believe making it more SAFE should be a 
priority over rapid transit or any other significant cost incurring ideas. I know a lot of 
people who do not use public transport because of the inconsiderate patrons. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Core services, Infrastructure like stormwater, roading, parks and footpaths. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Previously-planned initiatives, such as all raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways. 
Cultural and arts, central city development, staff costs across all organisations. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Surely the option to change the operational management of the stadium to ensure 
greater use by the community should be the only choice. Why have a asset that could 
be used more, and isn't. I don't understand why you wouldn't allow greater use of the 
venue by the community. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

A Fund management firm would be a better operation to look after these investments. I 
would strongly advise selling all AIAL shares, especially with their future 
debt/development plans. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

POAL makes an annual profit, and return to the council. As the only major Port in 
Auckland, I can only foresee these profits increasing over the next decade. Keep the 
ownership model as is. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

To keep rates increases at a minimum. Auckland Future Fund like most investment 
funds are quite risky, and lately have been returning no profit. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Any change costs hundreds of millions of dollars to create some new public spaces 
and/or new waterfront residential or commercial developments. In the current 
economic climate, spend less not more! 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

This would significantly reduce the scale of port operations in Auckland. Keep the 
dividends as high as possible to reduce rates rises. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

Support 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Reducing rates increases requires a reduction in services/spending. There is already a 
library in Albany, why spend money on a business case for a new one, and then 
potentially spend hundreds of million more on a new facility. Please, STOP THE 
WASTEFUL SP 
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7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Reducing rates increases requires a reduction in services/spending. There is already a 
library in Albany, why spend money on a business case for a new one, and then 
potentially spend hundreds of million more on a new facility. Please, STOP THE 
WASTEFUL SP 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

308



#732 
 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Need to continue with the proposal - already in place 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

309



#732 
 
4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

agree 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. We already pay too much in rates. I can't afford to pay more. Absolutely not. The 
council needs to cut it's budget! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Yes, spend less across the board, including public transport as well environment and 
governance. Spend what is proposed for managing water. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Spend less on public transport, more on roads. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Public transport and much much less on cycling and walking. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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As Auckland has the lion share of the population in this country, the city needs to set 
up a fund to help meet it's growing needs like the NZ super fund to meet the country's 
retirement fund. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

NA 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Best to back a AK Future Fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

NA 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 
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Captain Cook and Madsen definitely needs to be in public ownership and not have 
cars parked up on them. Lease them to private developers so they can develop the 
land. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Do not support 

317



#738 
 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

NA 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 
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I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Most of these priorities are not important at all and are a waste of ratepayers money. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

waste of money. 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

User pays. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No. We already pay too much in rates. I can't afford to pay more. Absolutely not. The 
council needs to cut it's budget and live within it's means. 

How does the council expect me to continually pay 7% to 8% rate rises when my 
salary increases 1% to 3% at most. Why is that fair? Also inflation is decreasing down 
to 4% or maybe less, so why is this council proposing a 7.5% increase in rates?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No, nothing. Why increasing rate is always the only option? Why Council can't explore 
other viable and sustainable solutions. This is a vicious circle 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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I don't think increasing rate is a solution 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The RFT should be abolished long time ago. Why Auckland has to be special? I 
haven't see any meaningful projects being done for the past years because of the RFT 
anyways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nothing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

We have been trying to reduce our travels anyway as the current fuel price has been 
skyrocket high already 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

This is not a must to have. Instead of keeping it for the sake of keeping it, redevelop 
seems a viable solution based on basic business sense 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

I think it makes sense. Owning the shares doesn't guarantee anything 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

ditto to the airport plan - owning operation of the port would not solve the current 
problem. Look at the rest of the world, there are many ports not operated by the 
council and many other countries have been leasing the operations of the port 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

I'd rather be conservative and use it for services 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

no 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 
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If this benefits council as a source, i think we should do it 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

no 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Please can we spend money for what people need? Of all the priorities listed, do 
people really need these? are they life and death priorities? Can we have priorities 
focusing on boosting the economies, supporting local communities and small 
businesses, ma 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Not viable 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

no 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Increase public transport and cycle and walkways 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport, walkways and cycle paths should be prioritised above roading 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycle lanes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roading 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Now is not the time 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

good idea 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

good 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

I absolutely believe this land will just be sold to property developers for apartments 
sooner or later. This doesn’t benefit most Aucklanders, just the ones in higher socio 
economic groups. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 

Very Important 
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Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Do not support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

NA 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No more cycle lanes, raised crossings or speed humps 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The proposed fees for on ramps on certain motorways feeding into the city and other 
areas will only take away from those on the front line barely getting away. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

NO, reduce spending by cutting things out not related to traffic management 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

less on raised speed humps, cycle lanes, other add ons not related to moving traffic. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

There are constraints to using the site based on current operational guidelines. It is a 
great site just under used, and not attracting partners to use.  Find people with 
connections and networks that are credible and can jump start the stadium back to life. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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Auckland City will have even less say on what and how the Airport fits in our local 
economy and the influx of travellers with no or reduced shareholding. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

It should be a combination of council services and investment in a future fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

349



#813 
 
 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Very Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Partnering with private businesses may also help drive the cost down for this new 
multipurpose facility. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

355



#836 
 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Do not support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No, nothing we pay for is delivered anyway, 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop putting up the ********** rates, 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Absolute rubbish. Unless Auckland gets a FUNCTIONAL train system like all other 
developed countries, traffic will be terrible no matter how much money is pumped into 
overcrowded and unreliable buses and roads that are blocked for miles after one 
crash, 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

TRANSPORT 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Mayors wages 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Goes unused. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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Will inevitably fall in to chinas hands 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

The other option makes no sense, ‘something else that provides public benefit’ might 
as well be a toilet block. 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

364



#856 
 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Scott Point and the residents that live there have enough in the area. Not sure what an 
‘ethnic people’s plan’ is as the only ethnicities we have in my neighbourhood are 
Chinese. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Rubbish 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Take it out of Luxons wages, not mine. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Absolute **********. Thanks National
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Motorway off and on ramp at Squadron road and a cyclelane from westgate to 
Hobsonville. 

Recycling of polystyrene at Waitakere refuse station 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Outdoor movie nights 

Little community events like free learn to cycle 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Close monitoring of spend vs estimate, and clear (public) accountability and corrective 
action taken when spent over estimate with future learnings applied to similar 
processes.  Do this more often vs. Increasing taxes.   
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Also would be great to explore other ways to increase funding outside of raising taxes 
or asset sales eg. funds management investments,  property development (raising 
commercial rents) overseas bank bonds etc. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Wasteful unaccountable spending leading to increase in taxes as an “easy way out.” 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too much wasteful unaccountable prolonged spending already.  Feels like CBD and 
parts of motorway have been under build for a very very long time - what’s taken so 
long?  Builds are way too slow vs. Overseas cities.  Stop unnecessary projects and 
use their allocated funds to pay for future priority projects. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Upgrading storm / water systems to be better prepared for extreme weather and 
increasing population / property density. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Unnecessary consultants, vendors, transport projects and redundancy pay outs. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Another revenue source vs increasing taxes 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Safe Bike and walking infrastructure. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The push on public transport is good. Need more. Affordability of public transport is a 
big barrier and needs to be brought right down. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport (to bring cost to user down). 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cars 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

If it’s left alone it’ll be used less and less therefore less income. If it’s more of a 
community place and has some investment then it’ll be used more and one would 
assume bring more income to pay off toward the investment. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Free up the option to use the cash. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Slow, steady and proven stream of income. Keep as is, use profits to invest back and 
make higher profits. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

As above 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

It would be good to do and open up more city for tourism, $110million could come back 
easy if developed (I mean it’s only 100 houses lol!). I do have concerns moving some 
of the shipping to road as this is not ecologically friendly so would prefer a tweak 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

My answer is keep, unless it is better used as public land in comparison to the wharfs. 
If we can keep the shipping going that’s the best option for the environment as the 
assumption is if we lose all ports most of our shipping would move to road and that’s 
no good. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

389



#879 
 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Other 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

This is a hugely growing area. It needs major investment as there is likely a large influx 
of people coming. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Mostly agree. We need to prepare for more people with better public transport, 
community spaces and environment protections. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
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We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Work smarter. Have the full plan but detailed in a way where 75%, for example can be 
completed with the remaining 25% able to be built in bits over an extended period of 
time when available to continue adding to and improving the facility. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep cycleways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Needs to be used more 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Nobody with any financial literacy would sell these shares, this is short term thinking 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The port is hideous and more of it should be used for much needed public space 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Get rid of car storage too 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Stop using expensive consultants to come up with silly ideas 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Be sensible with ratepayer money 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't kill the chicken for the eggs. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Reduce property tax increases 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Any carbon neutral  projects 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

efficient transport is essential. A stop to those ridiculous speed humps needs to be 
completely stopped and many that are in place removed 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

road cones speed humps ,Cycle lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It is never going to be a useable asset to the Auckland community. Sell to developers 
and get rid of 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need a more diversified portfolio of assets rather than just airport and portsi 

 

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: 

Council does not exist to operate a dynamic bussiness such as this 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

we need a future fund 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

No money for the council to squander 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Have no idea what local boards do how they are funded and who controls them. Have 
asked 5 friends and they have no idea either, get rid of local boards
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Don’t progress it until the rates deficit is met. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I think transport is a real issue at the moment and I really dont see any single project 
that would be game changer or collection of projects that would actually make a 
sizeable impact 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Enough with the urban regeneration projects, enough with the environment stuff too. 
I'm not against environmental protection but I have never seen any useful metric put 
against these type of projects that actually made a difference, they all seem to only 
appease a particular demographic and never bring any tangible benefits 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems sensible 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

The North Shore needs to be looked at, we keep kicking it down the road after having 
examined all fancy options. Either develop the industrial parts of the shore so that less 
people need to cross the bridge (because they can find jobs here) or fix the god 
********** harbour crossing. I still feel we are under developed with Ferries and theres 
an opportunity for integrated ferry + bus. There are 3 ferry stations on the shore. 
Devonport, Birkenhead, Northcote. Develop them, integrate them, and maybe we wont 
even need another bridge 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Maintain the god ********** parks instead of build or develop more 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Theres plenty of parking and a massive bus station not far away, what else do you 
need? Stop spending money, just make good use of what we have 
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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: 

Seems sensible enough 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

I just want Auckland Council to be self sustainable and have its assets pay for itself. I 
dont want my rates to pay for these. My rates should be used to pay interest on future 
development borrowing. That said, any new thing Council builds should pay for itself 
instead of keep costing more and more over time 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

I'd proceed with transference to Auckland Council so not as something stupid we can't 
afford wasn't built there 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

I dont think it' sustainable to keep growing that port. We should have alternatives. The 
location isn't great for massive port operations, it's too close to the city and the 
infrastructure is bad as it is, we cant afford adding more and more trucks there and it's 
not like decent rail will be built 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

I don't know 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Devonport-Takapuna,Upper Harbour 
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Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in 
2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress the detailed business case and 
delivery of a new library and community 
hub in Takapuna. 

Not Important 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 
Parks Management Plan that will guide 
decisions on the use and management of 
our parks and open spaces. 

Not Important 

Implement priority actions from the 
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 
to Māori including the restoration and 
improvement of Te Uru Tapu. 

Not Important 

Invest in the delivery of key events in our 
town centres to support local businesses 
and showcase our area to visitors and 
locals alike. 

Not Important 

Continue to renew and improve community 
facilities including the playground at Achilles 
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities 
at Becroft Park. 

Not Important 

Continue support of our valued art partners 
who provide a wide range of programmes, 
exhibitions and live productions and 
performances. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

all seem like projects that should be cut while we cant make end meet 
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7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

absolutely garbage, nothing of actual significance 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

428



#980 
 
 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

only ok 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

if you can't fund, don't do it. It's not that hard 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Salaries could be reduced without reducing the quality of work. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Do not support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Your business model is back to front. 

If I can't afford stuf, I don't simply tell my clients they're all paying more.  I just don't do 
stuff; or I save up; or find cheaper ways to do it. 

(I certainly don't pay myself and my staff exorbitant rates, then tell everyone I'm broke)
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Cut as much as possible and then more to minimise any rates increase. This is only 
what the rest of us are having to do in life so the council should be no different. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Reduce unneeded staff. There are endless "democracy advisors" that in my 
experience do little apart from have endless meetings and self generated work with no 
tangible advantage. Council needs to reduce the number of staff to cut costs. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop anything that increases costs. Stop all new raised pedestrian crossings and cycle 
lanes to get Auckland moving faster. Get rid of the endless cones where there is no 
work actually happening. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised pedestrian crossings, cycle lanes, traffic management (cones), subsidising 
public transport, charge what it actually costs. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

To minimise rates increase. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Minimise expenditure to core services to reduce rates increase. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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Don't build it. Do we really need libraries in the age we live in. They seem to be social 
drop in centres so refer to them as such. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

How about the council looking at employing a NZ owned and run company to look after 
our parks - prior to Covid we had Recreational Services as the contractor - NZ owned 
family business great workers and more bang for the buck - get rid of the Australian 
owned and lazy useless bunch that have no respect or pride for our environment 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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We live in Clemows Lane Albany and there was absolutely nothing wrong with our 
roads - ask any of our neighbours - yet there was a ********** load of resurfacing done 
purely because it was budgetted for - THERE ARE and still are main roads that are in 
more need of this than our little village - our roads are now noisy and horrible - 
wasteful spending at its best 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Its interesting how these plans are based around NO CHANGE IN COUNCIL / GOVT 
sort of defeats the time spent when in 10 years who knows who and what will be  

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted 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: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Rates.  A household can only pay so much in ratees and simply increasing the value of 
a house to justify a rates increase is unfair and unjust.  If the valuation placed on a 
house was a guaranteed amount come sale time then fair enough but to increase for 
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the sheer sake of rates simply can't continue.  Where does the council expect people 
to get the extra continually demanded from them. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Raised pedestrian crossings simply slow traffic down and are unnecessary.  Lights 
often already control these crossings so install cameras to catch those going through 
them illegally if absolutely required but to add a raised crossing is for what reason.  
When no-one is crossing it simply causes traffic congestion 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it.  When is it actually utilised like the other stadiums around and when it is used 
there's insufficient parking to accommodate attendees 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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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Why do we have shares in the airport to start with, no necessary and yet more burden 
on Auckland ratepayers 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Again sell it.  Why do we own it in the first place 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Not Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Simply wasting money when there's so many other parts of the area that needs fixing 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

458



#1016 
 
 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I would be prepared to pay for an outside consultant to 1. Reduce head count at 
council by a min 20%, 2 Investigate how to outsource services to private business to 
further reduce staff numbers directly employed by council., 3 Deep dive on budget to 
reduce spending since it is obvious council is incapable of doing it. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Everything cut to zero other than core infrastructure and base service providing. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

no 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less busses 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it we have plenty of stadiums and the council can't run a business to save itself 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell AIA shares buy back bonds in the open market, and give consent to another 
airport North Shore/Auckland. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Float operate as a separate company on NZX with 50 year lease agreement 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Repay debt 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Council should scale back all operations drastically. As the saying goes "it should be 
small enough to drown in a bathtub". 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

DO NOT build a stadium!!! 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Dont continue with this, you are insolvent as it is!! 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Dont do it 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Please stop spending money you don't have on projects that we can't afford. You're 
spending us into oblivion.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better bus corridors for the west. It's been noted that there is a bottle neck from  Royal 
Road to St Lukes. This constitutes 74% of the road length from westgate to cbd. This 
will only get worse as there is further property development at westgate and through to 
kumeu and beyond. 
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https://www.nzherald.co.nz/nz/auckland-transport-puts-on-more-and-bigger-buses-for-
march-madness-as-the-citys-motorway-and-road-choke-points-
revealed/VGTQMAUEB5CI3PGS4HHXYIXQ3Y/ 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less throttling of regulation to support economic development. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Botany to Airport busway seems absolutely ridiculous. What happened to hub and 
spoke model.  

Lower emission busses, is beyond waste of cash. I agree if the bus asset is retiring 
due to age and maintenance cost. But for the sake of upgrading to lower emissions is 
a waste of capital. If you want your city to have lower emissions overall, you should be 
penalising cars in general. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

better transport options out west. WX does not help. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

don't upgrade to lower emission vehicles if there's still life in existing assets. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

468



#1068 
 
4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

council is focused on other areas, and if they want to be the subject matter expert on 
port operation, then they should remove themselves from council to avoid dealing with 
stakeholders that dont konw what they're talking about or have conflict of interests not 
aligned to the best strategic outcomes. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

council services should be funded specifically in the pool of rates - not through the 
dividends of a business. This is because our economic strength will suffer for the sake 
of services that should be funded by the masses. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

this is prime real estate with a strategic advantage that should be capitalised by the 
business not by rich investors that don't benefit anyone. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

if people want public port access, go fund that through land reclaim efforts. (see 
singapore, japan etc). Put money where their mouth is, and they purchase the cost 
themselves. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Other 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

no 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Repair roads 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Public transport, cultural development, traffic management, size of council staff, their 
salaries, cancel CRL. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I only support reduction of temporary traffic management, road repairs and extensions.  

Nobody I know uses public transport - it doesn’t get us where we need to go and it’s 
too much longer than a personal vehicle. I don’t want a single cent spent on 
cycleways: they are very rarely used from what I see, but they take precious road or 
parking space. 

I don’t want CRL to proceed - it’s an endless money sink that I will never use. 

I want cheaper pedestrian crossings - not the wasteful option that AT is building. I want 
no unjustified demolishing of existing crossings. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Road repairs (specifically potholes), extensions, public parking options, anything that 
decongests roads. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Public transport, cycleways, CRL, pedestrian crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

474



#1099 
 
4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Don’t see any utility in holding to those shares. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Repay council’s debt 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 
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Tell us why: 

Not worth spending 110M on: there cannot be any comparable public benefit from just 
two wharves. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Same - significant expenses for negligible gains. I’m surprised there’s even a 
discussion… 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 
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I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Too much unnecessary spending 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
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We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

The best option - don’t build it. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Albert-Eden,Devonport-Takapuna,Henderson-Massey,Hibiscus and 
Bays,Kaipātiki,Ōrākei,Rodney,Upper Harbour,Waitākere Ranges,Waitematā,Whau 

 

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Celebrating different people and cultures, 
bringing people together with fun and 
engaging activities, and reducing barriers 
for those who might struggle to connect 
with council or others in the community. 

Not Important 

Continuing our environmental work through 
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting 
volunteer pest control and planting groups 
and helping community climate action 
through our Climate Activator. 

Fairly Important 

Planning for how our parks and open space 
can respond to growth, making the most of 
what we have, balancing different uses and 
connecting green spaces together. 

Not Important 

Supporting our community groups with 
funding, information, learning new skills and 
building their capability and networks. 

Not Important 

Settling in at the new, medium-term location 
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to 
investigate what the long-term library 
solution might be and how we will fund it. 

Not Important 

Working with the community on activations 
in the Mt Albert Civic Square. 

Not Important 
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Making our parks rubbish-bin free to 
minimise waste and improve environmental 
and climate outcomes. 

Very Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in 
2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress the detailed business case and 
delivery of a new library and community 
hub in Takapuna. 

I don't know 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 
Parks Management Plan that will guide 
decisions on the use and management of 
our parks and open spaces. 

I don't know 

Implement priority actions from the 
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 
to Māori including the restoration and 
improvement of Te Uru Tapu. 

Not Important 

Invest in the delivery of key events in our 
town centres to support local businesses 
and showcase our area to visitors and 
locals alike. 

Not Important 

Continue to renew and improve community 
facilities including the playground at Achilles 

Fairly Important 
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Reserve and toilets and changing facilities 
at Becroft Park. 

Continue support of our valued art partners 
who provide a wide range of programmes, 
exhibitions and live productions and 
performances. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Our People – create opportunities that 
support connectedness, diversity and 
inclusion in our community. 

Very Important 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 
increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
health and provide for resilient and low 
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey. 

Not Important 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
services and spaces meet the needs of our 
diverse communities. 

I don't know 

Our Places – support initiatives that 
improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

Not Important 

Our Economy – continue to support the 
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 
Connections programme. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 
resilience networks in our area, so our 
community and organisations will know who 
does what, where to get information and 
how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 
of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
contamination and sedimentation through 
methods such as re-naturalisation, or 
daylighting. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 
the future uses of our undeveloped 
reserves, and older established ones, 
including investigation of cost-effective 
options for other informal recreation and 
play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 
in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

Fairly Important 
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other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

Howick Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Howick in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Review and refresh the Howick Heritage 
Plan. 

 

Review and refresh the Howick Tourism 
Plan. 

 

Encourage community groups to adopt a 
reserve, park, or waterway etc, and provide 
for restoration and maintenance activities 
with council support. 

 

Rescope the Industrial Pollution Prevention 
Programme (which educates and informs 
industry about the impacts they may have 
on local waterways) to broaden its outreach 
and include all businesses. 

 

 

Develop a community-led climate action 
plan. 
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Explore the development of a Howick Ward 
‘business collective’, or other group, to 
provide support for small business owners 
outside of the established Business 
Improvement Districts. This work may lead 
to establishing a new business association 
and possible new Business Improvement 
District (BID) programme. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Howick proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 
 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation 
facilities, and other public spaces so they 
continue to meet our communities needs. 

Not Important 

Supporting a community-led approach for 
the delivery of relevant and diverse services 
that connect the community 

Fairly Important 
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Supporting environmental groups, 
community volunteers, and our diverse 
communities to carry out environmental 
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 
planting, and pest control. 

Fairly Important 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 
Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
address the issues caused by flooding and 
seawater inundation. 

Not Important 

Supporting a community climate activation 
programme to support and amplify 
community initiatives identified in the 
Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

Not Important 

Building relationships with local iwi and 
mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 
with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local 
community grants. 

 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
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long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

 

Support business associations to continue 
supporting local businesses and ongoing 
growth, development and liveliness of town 
centres, including assisting Onehunga 
Business Associations proposed BID 
expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business 
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses 
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the 
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate. 
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID) 
programme and associated BID targeted rate? 

 

Tell us why 

I do not support most priorities 
 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 
Remuera Library 

Fairly Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 
Centre development. 

Very Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal 
pests in our natural environment, including 
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful 
parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

Not Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 
neighbourhood connections and increase 
safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 
our spaces and benefit local residents and 
businesses. 

Not Important 
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Continue to engage and better support our 
diverse communities and organisations, 
such as Auckland East Community Network 
and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 
water quality in our local waterways. 

Very Important 

Develop options and projects for a 
community facilities targeted rate for the 
financial year 2025/2026. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 
needs of the local community. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 
 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Not Important 

Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 
Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

Fairly Important 
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Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 

Not Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Very Important 

Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Not Important 

Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

Not Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

Not Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 

Not from the Rodney area 
 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

494



#1135 
 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

All of these are a waste of funding considering the issues like cyclone damage is 
receiving only a measly 100,000. The Scott Point park isn't just a waste of money it's 
irresponsible to turn alluvial soil that should be used for market gardens that would 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Awful priorities. 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
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We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Waste of money 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less expense traffic controlling, less raised crossings, only do cycle paths that add 
actual value and solve KNOWN problem areas, actual problem aress. (I'm a cyclist, 
and AT are more focused on delivering cycle paths in areas that are already safe, while 
ignoring actual problem areas, if there is space for the dedicated path, then the area is 
actually already safe. But AT then ignores known trouble spots. Or even worse 
resurfaces roads and actually narrows the road and makes cycling worse.) 

Less putting in of rows of traffic lights when roundabouts would work. 

Reduce the number of staff involved with "traffic management", less traffic cones, a 
meal is being made out of "traffic management". I see rows of cones for very simple 
jobs, like a person working in a fibre box on the pavement. Yet the road and footpath is 
coned for 100m in both directions. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Work on the roads needs to add actual value over the changes AT are making which 
are ideologically drive, not evidence based driven. 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised crossings, and gold plating of cycle lanes, green paint on the side of the road is 
all most cyclists want. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 
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Because it will just be turned into housing, and not the nice type. So very short term 
gain, but big long term loss. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

The "Auckland Future Fund" really does just sound like another cost centre full of 
management, consultants, social media staff.. doesnt really sound that great. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I fear it will unlock $2b to be spent on wasteless management and consultants. Very 
little will end up benefiting the community 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland future fund sounds like a waste 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

Bring AT back under the control of the council, and stop ideologically driven roading 
changes 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Again, little trust anything of value will happen. Consultants will consume any benefit 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 
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Tell us why 

I dont believe in race based policies, polices should be to help anyone who has need, 
it should not be based on race 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Concerns about cost, pretty much anything public built will go way over cost. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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I believe Council should limit its activities to the delivery of core services as embodied 
within the legislation. I look forward to Government revamping legislation to be more 
explicit about what these core services are. I specifically do not wish to be paying for 
AT cycleways, $500K predestrian crossings, electric ferries, new stadia, sister cities, 
fringe cultural events, or any function that duplicates central government 
responsibillties 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

In my view AT has for too long failed to serve the needs of the majority of ratepayers 
and citizens but has rather sought to impose its own ideology on Auckland. AT also 
seems focussed on building new things and neglects to maintain existing things. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Capped daily and weekly transport passes. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle ways, raised pedestrain crossing, reducing speed limits, bilingual signage and 
bus and train annoucements, battery powered buses and ferries. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

North Harbour Stadium is a white elephant legacy of North Shore City. It was 
supposed to have been self funding and never has. Ratepayer subsidy is increasing 
year on year. I believe the property should be sold to the private sector for 
redevelopment. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I believe it is in the best interests of Aucklanders to remove Council long term 
investments from the control of operational management 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Council has demonstrated poor competency at running a port. Compare its 
performance with Tauranga 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 
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Tell us why: 

I have a horrible suspicion that Council wants Captain Cook Wharf, Marsden Wharf 
and Bledisloe Wharf so it can build another stadium while Auckland already has too 
many stadia, none of which is paying its way 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

I have a horrible suspicion that Council wants Captain Cook Wharf, Marsden Wharf 
and Bledisloe Wharf so it can build another stadium while Auckland already has too 
many stadia, none of which is paying its way 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

Do not support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Most of these intentions are "nice to have" and sit outside the core function of Council. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
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Not much 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

The library is poorly located. Use of public libraries to obtain hard copy books and to 
access online information is declining. I believe that the land should be sold (along with 
North Harbour stadium) and a new multi purpose facility developed as part of 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Please stop with the mindless and dangerous road safety improvements which waste 
money and make the road more dangerous for cyclists and motorists. Case in point, 
Upper Harbour Drive. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Bus frequency and service reliability for feeder routes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised crossings and cycleways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The shift to the current management has clearly failed, and should revert to the 
previous more independent model 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no transport is key 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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cultural and environmental - at the moment the focus should be on not causing more 
financial hurt on people and prioritise our spending from necessities first and then fun 
luxury items 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

make public transport faster 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

N/A 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

nearly no major events occur their, redirect the 33mil to something better 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The alternative option would mean the entire northern region of Auckland will never 
again have a stadium capable of hosting any major sporting, cultural or music event as 
occurred regularly under previous management (and this for the  fastest growing 
sporting and development node in Auckland with a population fast approaching 
500,000). That would be the legacy of this mayoralty to the people of the North Shore. 

By stark contrast from 1997 -2014 the stadium was managed by the North Harbour 
Stadium Trust. That Trust was very successful in attracting a wide variety of content to 
the stadium including All Black and Kiwi rugby league tests, NRL games, Super Rugby 
games, FIFA matches, an A-League soccer franchise and a whole variety of concerts 
and cultural events. The Trust also built up a healthy reserve fund  to ensure the 
ongoing maintenance and capital replacement.  

Around 2014, however, the Trust was persuaded by council directors that  the transfer 
of the stadium  into the new ‘Super City’ CCO would be in the best interests of the 
stadium going forward. The Trust was initially circumspect but was eventually 
persuaded by assurances that Council resources and management expertise would 
ensure the ongoing attraction of events to the stadium both on the field and in the 
stadium’s extensive lounge facilities.  

Since that time, however, the original trustees, along with many in the North Harbour 
community, have watched in dismay as TAU have not only failed to attract anything like 
the content that characterised the performance of the previous Trust but have severely 
compromised the use of the ground with some disastrous operational decisions.  

The most graphic example of these failures was the $2.5 million spent in 2019 
demolishing a large section of the western half of the ground to accommodate a 
baseball franchise that subsequently went bust owing money. In so doing TAU 
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effectively removed the ability of North Harbour Stadium to attract major sporting 
events. Remarkably no subsequent effort has been made by TAU to reinstate the 
western half of the ground despite there being a relatively straightforward fix   - so now 
half of the stadium looks like  an ordinary suburban ground while the other side retains 
the look and facilities of a modern stadium, the equal of any in NZ in fact. If it wasn’t so 
sad the incongruity of the current configuration would be comical. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

531



#1284 
 
 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Yes, I think early childhood care should be a public service rather than the private 
service majority currently are. I think that investing in children’s well-being and 
supporting families early should be another key area of spending, because investing 
early in people will pay greater returns in the future across every measurable area. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Honestly it’s frankly quite cruel to increase rates. People are doing it so tough 
financially, this 10 year plan is making it more difficult for Aucklanders to simply live 
here, let alone over and above things that improve quality of life. I hope you hear 
people on that. It is difficult to drive on roads when people cannot afford fuel, or their 
car rego. The light rail is no longer going ahead, and the public transport is costly. I 
appreciate decisions need to be made, but this feels really out of touch with 
Aucklanders situations. I imagine that rents will then go up to factor in your rate 
increases, and no one other than the council system is really benefiting from this 
much. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There is no consistency in planning. Every new governing body or person seems to be 
investing large sums in lengthy projects that aren’t making a difference. Buses during 
the days are empty. Your light rail plan that took so much funding already isn’t 
happening. I agree we need a better system, such as Melbourne or Sydney. Not what 
is being suggested. Yes we need more safe cycling and walking options, but we also 
need the infrastructure localised enough for this to make sense. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I want a system that is easy and that everyone can actually use like in Melbourne.  

E bikes for hire that people could use for the day or whatever for short trips, or to - 
from work that are easy to access and readily available 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

There’s many libraries around Albany, is there really a need to develop another. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
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consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Just leave the library as is 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

you need to hit the key areas and not spread your focus on large and less important 
areas 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

water 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

council overheads 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

not utilised to full potential which is a big failure by the operation team 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Not huge potential in doing this 

 

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: 

move the port and give the management to specialised companies 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

to be self sufficient organisation 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

big potential here for the location 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

same as above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

again. Reduce the council overheads and increase efficiency is best way to avoid rate 
hikes . This is big hikes that people can not afford in these conditions 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

545



#1318 
 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

not focusing on key things such as installing more CCTV camera to increase security 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 
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Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Reduce council costs 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce council costs 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Free parking 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Council expenses 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Do not support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Fairly Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Supported 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

For more competent mayor and senior leadership. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less unnecessary cultural activities, events, free activities, libraries etc. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport failed every time and on every step. It is time to be commercial and 
not publicly funded. People who use it must pay for it. Give this opportunity to the 
business. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

The cost or living is rising. Think about people and economics it is not the time to 
spend more it is time to tighten up spending. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

On unnecessary food waste disposal. Public services and events. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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There is not enough transparency over who will manage this fund, investments etc. As 
there is no trust to mayor and council it looks more like a scheme to make mayors rich 
friends richer. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Not Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

It is very vague and absolutely do not provide value or benefit for the average working 
rate payer who pays for it. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Invest more in drinking water and wastewater infrastructure. Merge healthy waters with 
Watercare to better align stormwater, drinking water, and wastewater asset 
management practises. And, invest more in aligning the Auckland Council family (and 
NZ) to digital geospatial and temporal standards to ensure information is more 
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accessible and decisions can be made with robust data to align interests across large 
programmes of work to deliver more public value through better ways of working and 
coordination. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop allowing urban sprawl to burden existing communities. Focus on intensification, 
asset renewals, and mode shifts to optimise the city. Charge green field developers 
and homeowners in new green field developments appropriately to mitigate the long-
term risks of urban sprawl. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I generally support the Auckland Council's direction within the transport proposal. 
However, I would like to see more investment in mode shift which will require more 
investment in cycleways and public transport (and charging more for road users). 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Amalgamation of stormwater, water, and wastewater. And, the integration of 
information systems across the Council family organisations to enable better decision-
making. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Traffic management and writing reports that have already been written. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I rarely go to the North Harbour Stadium. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I like the idea of an investment fund to mitigate the mentioned risks. However, I think 
the Council needs to consider Auckland Airport and the Ports of Auckland more 
strategically. These assets are close to monopoly businesses. If we sell these assets 
will the buyer be able to use this near-monopoly position to increase the price of flights 
and shipping which will burden the public and indirectly diminish the return on 
investment from the newly formed trust/investment fund? 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Create an Auckland Future Fund and a vision for the Ports of Auckland to be moved to 
Whangarei to unlock this waterfront land for high-quality development. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 
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I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I would like to see the Upper Harbour Water Sports Centre Building Funded by 
Auckland Council. I would also like to see the following happen sooner rather than 
later, "appropriate planning and investment for infrastructure and quality open space in 
areas impacted by growth and intensification e.g., Whenuapai, Hobsonville Point and 
Albany." 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

User pays and subscription services. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

The Brigham Creek Road and Hobsonville Road intersection is becoming dangerous. 
It is very busy and not fit for purpose. It is clogging up for extended periods of time 
either side of peak periods. It should be prioritised for development. The widening of 
Hobsonville Road should also be accelerated.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Speed up water management. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Economic and Cultural features should be more self supporting. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I agree with the goals set out, 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised road crossings. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

I would like the stadium itself maintained.  

I don’t know precisely what is involved in changing the operational management, but 
am in favour of greater community involvement. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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I agree with the suggestions but would personally prefer the fund to have the potential 
of being increased, and only the revenue from it being used to supplement other 
Council incomes. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I don’t know what the costs involved in the leasing would be, but the upfront payment 
should give a better return. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

There appears to have been a real lack of financial planning for the future. Costs are 
unlikely to ever diminish -  rather, the reverse 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I commend the mayor for being more proactive than many others are. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Just above I read that it would be required to enable Cook and Marsden wharves to be 
transferred. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No.  Just focus on core services. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cultural events, recreation, sports 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Agree with stopping all cycle way initiatives, raised pedestrian crossings.  Far too 
many speed bumps and traffic slowing initiatives. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

NO! 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

I am not interested in public transport at all. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Get rid of the stadium.  We do not need it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

ACC does not need to hold shares in AIAL and should sell them all down. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Far too much money is spent on 'nice to haves'.  Need to improve productivity and 
improve outcomes for money spent. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Need to cancel those ridiculous green waste bins for food scraps or run it as an 'opt 
in'[.  I object to paying for service I never use.  The bins are ugly, I have nowhere to 
keep it inside and totally impractical.  Council should not force such "services" on 
ratepayers. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

I don't know 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

There's a library in Browns Bay.  Don't need one in Albany. Climate change is a rort. 
Recreational activities are not a priority.  Just focus on basics. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

As usual, no focus on basics. 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 
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Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

No.  We don't need a library in Albany when there is a perfectly good one in Brown's 
Bay. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

As I have said, just do the absolute basics.  When they are done properly can look at 
the 'nice to haves'.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No, the council needs to reduce costs and services 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less Cultural support 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to do things in a cost effective manner, not in a gold plated manner. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Parking towers next to the North Shore bus interchanges, e.g. Constellation, Akarana, 
Albany etc. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No more cycle ways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It is not used regularly 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We need a smaller council. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

We should sell the port. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The land is too important to be used in Port operations. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I want to see a smaller council, living within its means. Get away from political activities 
such as cycle lanes and funding cultural activities, both within the council and festivals 
etc.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

We need fit for purpose core council services, such as bins, street maintenance, roads, 
managing storm water, supporting effective communities through education. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Speed bumps 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't like the time of use proposal as it is unfair and targeted to only certain areas, if 
adopted it should be Auckland wide, not just certain parts of certain motorways.  
Postcode pricing! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycle lanes need to continue being made safer.  The improvements on Tāmaki Drive 
are great and this should be replicated on other roads. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Super Gold card users should not be allowed to use their cards during peak hours. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It would appear under utilised as is. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

There is a serious lack of waterfront area in Auckland and the port is ugly. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Can the local board please stop providing funding to religious groups to run facilities.  
We do not feel safe using our local community buildings due to this.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

better public transport 

More green space 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Building new roads 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Continue building better cycling lanes 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport, cycling infrastructure, pedestrian infrastructure 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Building roads 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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Good return, consistent dividend revenue, future growth prospects, involved in 
decision making process for New Zealand’s most important gateway 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Create monopoly, loss of dividend income, asset can be used for better financing 
opportunities 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

More public areas being economics development. Eg. Pedestrian accessible 
commercial bay 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

More investment in public transport, reduce private vehicle access to CBD area
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Education and healthcare. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Contruction. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium is not used enough but it should serve a good purpose to the north shore 
community as both its location and area are good. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less cultural activities  
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Focus on core services and not peripheral “nice to have “ services like cultural 
activities, grants ,  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes  

Raised pedestrian  

And other “nice to haves “ 

 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Reduce operational costs and tax payer contributions by generating more revenue 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Should Focus on paying down debt first . Basic financial management 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Should Focus on paying down debt first . Basic financial management 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Should Focus on paying down debt first . Basic financial management  

This income will help pay for the overall cost 

Of Auckland council 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Retain profitability to maximise revenue to help pay down debt. Focus on this first 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Delay the build until council finances improve! 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Push Auckland council to spend within its 

Means only and stop nice to have projects
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Encourage households to save water and get rid of bureaucracy when someone is 
trying to do rain water harvesting 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Make it mandatory for all new builds to do rain water harvesting. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 

624



#1612 
 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Kaipātiki 

 

Howick Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Howick in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Review and refresh the Howick Heritage 
Plan. 

 

Review and refresh the Howick Tourism 
Plan. 

 

Encourage community groups to adopt a 
reserve, park, or waterway etc, and provide 
for restoration and maintenance activities 
with council support. 

 

Rescope the Industrial Pollution Prevention 
Programme (which educates and informs 
industry about the impacts they may have 
on local waterways) to broaden its outreach 
and include all businesses. 

 

 

Develop a community-led climate action 
plan. 

 

 

Explore the development of a Howick Ward 
‘business collective’, or other group, to 
provide support for small business owners 
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outside of the established Business 
Improvement Districts. This work may lead 
to establishing a new business association 
and possible new Business Improvement 
District (BID) programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Howick proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 
 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation 
facilities, and other public spaces so they 
continue to meet our communities needs. 

Fairly Important 

Supporting a community-led approach for 
the delivery of relevant and diverse services 
that connect the community 

Fairly Important 

Supporting environmental groups, 
community volunteers, and our diverse 
communities to carry out environmental 

Fairly Important 
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restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 
planting, and pest control. 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 
Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
address the issues caused by flooding and 
seawater inundation. 

Fairly Important 

Supporting a community climate activation 
programme to support and amplify 
community initiatives identified in the 
Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Building relationships with local iwi and 
mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 
with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Encourage people to save and harvest rain water
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Spend more on active modes of traffic, cycling and walking 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop building more roads adding more lanes adding to conjestion and waisting money 
that can be spent on alternatives to driving auckland roads can't handle more cars no 
matter how manty lanes you build 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Its ok however i would like to see more support for active travel in the form of safe 
cycling and walking where people want to go local shops to work etc., Greenways are 
great but uselless getting to the shops or work 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Difficult times maybe just park it for now and revist in 3-4 years 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

634



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

635



#1670 
 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public Security Management 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Other 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 

638



#1670 
 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Reduce support expenditures and reduce growth in local taxes
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

The effects of accelerating climate change should be central to ALL expenditure 
proposals - this major commitment will need urgent support from central government 
as well. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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No - all Council services provided are already essential to some degree. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cancellation or even postponement of pedestrian and cycle/scooter safety is SO short-
sighted, esp when forced on Council by Government edict. These programmes are 
need now or very soon - any delay will increase both risk and cost 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Auckland has already missed the bus/train on developing full effective transport 
networks - it's time to begin a long awaited catch-up. Central government must also be 
supportive of the huge financial demands that will result. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

To maintain a lovely, liveable city - I can't think of ANY reductions! Alas... 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

More intensive community use seems very desirable (this is my home zone!), and if 
there is room for effective, economic redevelopment as well, this would help! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and 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: 

Sensible future provision. Divesting from Auckland Airport shareholding is a shame, 
but other financial ocmmitments make this unavoidable. Pity! 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Best compromise! 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Immediate needs may trump "Future Fund', but provision does need to be made to 
establish and enhance Auckland's financial future eg by selling airport shares to best 
effect. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

- 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 
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Tell us why: 

Benefits seem to outweigh negative factors. Would need to retain Bledisloe wharf 
functions to avoid transferring traffic to land corridors 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Retain the level of port operations as a source of Council revenue via POA 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

- 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 
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I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

I expect the engagement strategy might cover most of the proposals related to Ethnic 
Peoples plan. I regard planning for provision of a "multi-purpose" library for the Albany 
district as urgent and essential. I also strongly support the environment/climat 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Very impressive! 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

selling land & targetted rate should cover most if not all of amount needed (incl 
maintenance & development) 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no further comment - exc THANKS for opportunity to respond to this well structured 
and presented document. Good luck with $$$$ (esp from taxpayer funding support!)
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Do More of "spending on unnecessary consulting and contracting work" which costs 
more then in house resources. the city and country which makes sure to move the 
people faster using optimum infrastructure, faster speed on roads/motorways, Rail and 
Mass Rapid Transit services , grow and improve faster. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Do Less of "Spending on non emergency roadworks, pedestrian crossings, pavement 
work, speed cameras, cycle lanes etc transport work" 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Do not spend any money on this stuff. Waste of money. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Road and Bridge, existing urban development. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

City central area Construction 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland is a supercity, but the transport system is definitely not match and not 
affordable. That is the most important thing than any other issues. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

I don't know 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
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Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Going back to deliver only core functions effectively and efficiently 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop wasting what money you have already been given 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycle lanes are great but not suitable for most journey. Public transport is great but the 
services need to be functional and not gold plated. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways, unnecessary STMS services (today we have cones, 2 STSM staff and 
traffic lights because Watercare has dug up a 3m stretch of footpath so pedestrians 
have to cross the road to walk on the grass. It's a dead-end road with 12 houses 
beyond the point at which it's closed, of which 4 houses are unoccupied - how much 
did this cost?) 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

It's not used to it's full potential. Sell the land for development and amalgamate the 
number of stadiums across Auckland to get more use out of the ones we have. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

We need the cash to pay for all of AC's grand plans 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Move the port and sell the very valuable land for more profitable use. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Costing too much money to the benefit of the few. 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I am more interested in the essential services. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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As per above, I think we need to focus on the essential services and have a pragmatic 
approach to climate issues. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't support 'time-of-use' ie. congestion tax, as our transport system is not good 
enough.  I also don't support raising ferry costs, if you are trying to get us out of our 
cars. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Only consider changes to operational management if it will be beneficial and help to 
fund the costs of running the stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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Because I feel that you are diversifying your future investments and not having all your 
eggs in one basket so you speak.  However, I hope you are going to do your 
homework re the fund you invest in. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Because I don't want more rate increases if the profits are going into the fund.  I will be 
a superannuitant by then.   Maybe there could be a balance? 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Because we don't know what the Council wants to do with those wharves. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Mow the berms and the parks, remove graffiti within 48 hours, be proud of how the city 
looks. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Restructure or remove Panuku Development as it has not delivered urban 
regeneration. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Completely ignores the car driven mentality that prevails in this city. No thoughts of 
increasing road user capacity or properly using congestion charges to reduce the 
supply of cars on the roads. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Increased road capacity 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Until there is a proper stadium plan don't touch it. At $3M a year its pretty cheap 
considering what Christchurch stadium cost. What's the long-term plan for Eden Park, 
Mt Smart, you can't do this in isolation. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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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Council owning airport shares is outdated and not a core function of Council. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Divest ports of Auckland - sell it, not core business. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More on maintaing existing roads and sealing high traffic rural roads 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less money on cycleways, raised pedestrian crossings and speed bumps. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

All sensible ideas that keep the city productive 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More on maintaing existing roads and sealing high traffic rural roads 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less money on cycleways, raised pedestrian crossings and speed bumps. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium needs to be better utilised 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sensible risk management that should improve investment returns in the long term 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Diverting freight to Whangarei would add a lot of trucks to a road that can't take the 
extra and there is a shortage of truck drivers already. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

694



#1820 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Make public transport a fix fare regardless of where you are going. Have 2 hours to 
change between transport before the fare is charged again. Make the fare half price for 
all on weekends and public holidays and let kids under 12 travel free at all times and 
13-18 half price. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

This development is a huge disappointment and needs to be used more to justify 
keeping. I would say sell it off let someone develop the land and make the council 
some money, it’s very rarely used. Living in Northcross the idea of the stadium is great 
but it has never realised its potential and I think now is the time to abandon and move 
on, stop wasting money. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep the airport, it makes money 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

A new facility in Albany would be great but it’s not the right time for this. We need to 
focus on the basics until we have a city that can support the development of these ‘like’ 
projects. 
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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: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Library services need more support. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It is disgraceful that half the city has only this, extremely badly managed stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Public facilities, such as the airport should be in public hands. Private ownership of 
monopolies always leads to catastrophic prices, as in Sydney. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Very Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It’s was built for the people of the north shore and got wrecked by removing the seating 
for baseball 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Our People – create opportunities that 
support connectedness, diversity and 
inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 
increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
health and provide for resilient and low 
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
services and spaces meet the needs of our 
diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 
improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 
Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 
resilience networks in our area, so our 
community and organisations will know who 
does what, where to get information and 
how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 
of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
contamination and sedimentation through 
methods such as re-naturalisation, or 
daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 
the future uses of our undeveloped 
reserves, and older established ones, 
including investigation of cost-effective 
options for other informal recreation and 
play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 
in our area, such as events, festivals, and 
other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Try to go with the core responsibility of council until we have those at a high level. The 
got to haves rather than the cute woke ,I like that **********. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Stop with the woke waste of time things  

. Cycle paths,raised footpaths all these things are a nice to have not a got to have. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

These are nice to have, not got to haves. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Buses but on sensible plans. Stop the waste of time with bus stops that hold up traffic. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Traffic management, what a complete waste of time and money. 30 million cones 
touching each each other on a strip of road. Stop insulting the public intelligence. We 
got sick to death of being controlled by the government over Covid era. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

We need the stadium on the shore and the previous administration actually made the 
stadium a worthwhile venture. Stupidity of the present administration is killing this 
venue. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and 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: 

Like the idea of a future fund, but the airport does get an income. Don’t sell the family 
jewels. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Great idea 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

But use it responsibly 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Do not support 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Public transport, walking and cycling infrastructure. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Reduce investment into major roading projects. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Reducing focus on public transport and the active modes hurts the city and makes it a 
worse place to live long-term. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Major public transport initiatives, walking and cycling infrastructure.. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

New major road projects, weak short-term solutions like dynamic lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

If sporting areas need to be redeveloped why not consider existing golf courses? 
Surely they would provide a larger investment opportunity. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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This proposal just looks like a roundabout way of selling off assets to realize short-term 
gains. The point of AKL holding AIAL shares is to make sure the city has a say in how 
our critical infrastructure is managed. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Keep the current operational structure. Leasing the operation might make sense but I 
do not trust that such a deal would be in favor of the city. If things go sideways and the 
contract gets abused what is the city going to do? Move ships to another port 
overnight? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

There is no reason to create a small fund just for the city. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Nothing. We are in cost-of-living crisis. The rate shall not go up. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Do less economic development, let the private sector take charge. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Support to improve public transportation, all other item can be cut 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

public transportation 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

- network optimisation, reducing temporary traffic management requirements and 
introducing dynamic lanes 

- stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as some raised pedestrian 
crossings and cycleways. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

We need the stadium, shall have better management to make best use of it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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Proceed with the AFF and can transfer the AIAL share into, but a clear rule must be set 
that the AIAL share must not be sale if the ROI above a certain percentage. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

The upfront payment shall make the lessen the rates increase, not invest into AFF. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

council service is more important to Aucklander 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

NA 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

If it is useless right not, Aucklander shall use it. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

If it is useless right not, Aucklander shall use it. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

NA 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

We need to spend the money wisely. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Do something for the community. 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
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We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Useful projects such as a efficient connection from Upper Harbour SH18 to SH1 for 
traffic going south. Ferry terminals in more suburbs such as Te Atatu, Westmere. Also 
bus routes that go directly from north to south, west to south, west to east, etc and 
don't waste time going to Britomart. Not everyone works in Viaduct/Britomart area... 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cut projects that don't serve the wider working professional population including cycle 
lanes, libraries, the second Harbour bridge crossing. No one asked for these. Also 
please stop insisting on planting (expensive) magnolia trees at new housing 
developments. These only cause damage to foundations, driveways and ground 
landscaping. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Good to cut cycleways. Transport is already easy to pay for so no need to optimise this 
further. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

See answer 1.C 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

See answer 1.D 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

This stadium is fine. Focus on roads on transport. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Not enough benefits to Aucklanders shown in this. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Use it to find roading and transport projects 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

750



#1898 
 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Very Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Such a disappointing proposal. Most of these serve little purpose to the wider 
community apart from the Scott Point recreational park. That is at least something to 
look forward to. How about better roading, SH16-SH1 connections and finishing 
walkway projects? This is what should be in a ten year proposal, not libraries and race-
based initiatives. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Yes, don't proceed with project if there isn't budget for it. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

755



#1902 
 
 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

North Shore needs the stadium. It just has to be run better. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

We need to invest in our city. Its quite embarrassing to be honest. I just have little 
confidence that the money collected will help do that. I'd happily pay a lot more if it 
would improve auckland infrastructure and CBD. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Anything related to arts and culture. This isn't the role of council 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

No cycle ways. In general we are way too concerned with safety. Overly so 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

No one uses it. Make it useful 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Do it 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Bledsoe is a dump of the highest order. 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Smithers there is a rocket in my pocket. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Really ethnic peoples??? How is that a priority? 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cutting Prison welfare, large road cost, welfare for no income person or family, get 
them jobs instead. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Further delay is most frustrating and a very common problem in auckland even we 
paid so much for transport planning. Please ensure no delay as top priority. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Bus stop renovation cost can be reduced. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

North shore and upper west auckland doesn’t have any stadium 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Service should to be provided to Aucklanders without extra amount of tax, we have 
paid enough. 

 

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: 

Economy growth 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Over spending in these years 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Focus on core services and reduce social/cultural programs - this is not a council duty 
or responsibility. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport improvements for sure but look at existing services - eg. more peak 
hour buses less off-peak (I see lots of empty buses). Sort rail (closed because temp 
reaches 28C should not be a problem !) 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Second harbour crossing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Woke projects - cycle lanes etc 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

A more balanced use of the area - bring in private investment. Keep 51% share 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

It is another income stream that will improve - It is a monopoly after all. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Again, Another income stream and important infrastructure to keep in Auckland. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

To return to ratepayers by keeping funding core council services. 

 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 
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If not required for port operations then yes use for other ventures but always retain 
ownership for ratepayers. No Stadium - use Eden park more for this (Eden park local 
residents who complain should not have bought next to a stadium !) 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Rates should be based on numbers of people not valuation - this is unfair. User pays - 
Businesses should be based on number of employees at business and residential on 
number of residents, One person in 2M home uses far less council resorces than4 
people in 1M house. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

focus on core functions for the majority. 
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7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Willing to pay more for doing more with water infrastructure.3 Waters would've been 
good but co-governance killed it and NACT central government used it as excuse to 
repeal it. Without 3W, water investment is priority.  

Transport also willing to pay more but being LT plan, it must be practical on design. 
Auckland with its geography and with trends like WFH and recession, the concept of 
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public transport (PT) needs to be reviewed. Private car transport must be allowed and 
encouraged to fill in the gaps that PT cannot. Instead of treating cars as bad and 
converting roads into empty cycleways and walk-ways and one-way lanes, allow more 
cars and private vehicles. Auckland needs CRL and ALR ideally and 2nd Harbour 
crossing. Beyond these big ticket items, private transport must fill in the blanks. Just 
like there is no end to building roads, there is no end to building public transport. A 
practical equilibrium must be reached that is based on optimal cost/benefit, not 
ideology or some planner's desire to blindly copy Scandinavia (NZ is not Scandinavia - 
in case it was not obvious).  

I would also be willing to pay more for a project that spends time investigating the 
REAL* LONG TERM plan. It's not just what transport/water funding will look but asks 
fundamental questions like: 

- what governance structure will we require in 2035 and beyond. 

- how will WFH etc trends change urban planning 

- what is the future of zoos which are cruel to animals, and should these be converted 
to sanctuaries that sit on large areas at boundaries of Auckland 

- is CCO model sustainable? Is SuperCity sustainable or do we need a split? 

Big questions on the future, and what our bets are - that type of thinking. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Remove bureaucracy. In another consultation, have suggested that Local Boards be 
abolished and perhaps move to 1 ward - 1 councillor simplified governance structure.  

Total funding freeze for Maori/Pacific/ethnic minority and, DEI related activities. I say 
this as ethnic minority myself. Social welfare is not job of local government. MSD and 
central government should deal with that.  

Also, no need to spend even 1c on investigating new stadium on waterfront. Auckland 
does not need it. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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Disappointing that RFT has gone. Instead, we have a nebulous national tax to spend 
on roads of "national significance". All the roads of national significance are in 
Auckland, the country's main and by world standards, only "city".  

It is what it is.  

Support the Council's transport proposal.  

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Spend more on small things like getting roundabout made, or a signal installed. People 
often have to suffer for these small items. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

All cycleways must be stopped. Too much catering to a rude and entitled minority. 
They have a strong lobby which is skilled in the art of extortion, and get their way, but 
the wider public does not support them, or over-investment in cycling.  

New pedestrianization must also be stopped. The car or private vehicle must be 
brought back into the mix. It prevents over-spending on PT infrastructure. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

For $3.3m avg per year, which is nothing really, better to keep the stadium and not 
enter the slippery slope of sales etc. Its use can be expanded though. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and 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: 

A diversified investment fund makes sense in theory. From my understanding, this is 
shareholding only and the 11% does not give voting control? Shares are shares can be 
handled with financial lens. The bigger thing is that Council must keep some control 
over Airport so it's activities and utility can be influenced by Council. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Very tricky because we don't know how a lease will play out as there are many shady 
operators and low-cost contract awards often attract them only. Plus, the national 
pastime of people and corporations in NZ is to rip off the government. Everyone makes 
money via that. That risk is always there.  

On balance, and with optimism, a professional lessee might apply some core 
competencies and deliver better financial investment.  

Bottom line: POAL should never be for sale, and never move away from Auckland. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

If council group is operating it, then it should be status quo to fund council services? If 
private operation, then for new (AFF). That could be a neat delineation. Otherwise, 
why change the means if the result are the same? 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't want any change to the port or port terminals or land.  

There is no viable alternative use of port wharves except to the used as port. Don't 
want it converted to some useless pedestrian plaza where only pigeons ********** and 
criminal/homeless riff- 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Don't support the rates funded rubbish collections. What is that achieving? It's just 
money grab by council and will encourage people to waste more. Pay per waste gives 
people incentive to waste less, which should be the aim. Also, in cost of living crisis, 
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why impose extra cost on people? Does council want to reduce waste or rip off people 
invisibly by making them pay for collecting same garbage, but for higher cost? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

Don't support Upper Harbour Ethnic Peoples Plan. It should be abolished. I'm ethnic 
minority and we don't need special plan for Upper Harbour.; Shut it down. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Council will have a better view on it but one idea is that some part of the library is 
created a spaces that can be temporarily separated and leased, as when required 
e.g.., a space for cafe, space for small office, tech exhibitions, etc. 

A broader idea 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I have stated it elsewhere, but Local Board should be abolished entirely. Same people 
get elected, no one knows who they are, what they do. They have no power so waste 
of time and money for everyone. The governance of Auckland Council, including CCO 
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and Super City structure should also be questioned and modified with 
current/predicted economic conditions and value.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Tolls on the bridge  

Don’t know why it was ever taken away to be quite honest 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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The cost of food is just getting very expensive. Is there anything that can be done to 
help people that are struggling? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don’t understand why you would take away fuel tax and then make us pay with car 
registration isn’t it all about choice I know we need to generate more money but some 
of us are struggling already 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Not sure what I’d spend more on, but the conditions of road and transport is ridiculous. 
Something needs to be done 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 
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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? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 

798



#1987 
 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Stop with the stupid traffic humps in the road everywhere.  

I’m a cyclist but these cycle lanes are mostly a waste of money because bikes are 
pretty useless for most journeys. There is too much focus on cycling at the expense of 
people making real progress on the roads.  
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Fix the reliability of the bus services which are dire right now. 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Spend less on the woke nonsense. We don’t need a Maori blessing for the opening of 
a footpath or some nonsense like that. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Far too much spent on raised crossings and cycle ways. I’m a cyclist but I don’t ride 
everywhere because it’s just not a great way to travel for most journeys.  

Concentrate on keeping the traffic flowing.  

Abandon these ridiculous 30km/h speed limits which don’t serve any useful purpose. 
Even on my bike I can do more than 30 and that means cars are getting in my way 
even more. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Fix the roads. I’m sick of damaging my bike and car on potholes. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend less on road humps and other measures which unnecessarily ********** people 
off.  

Spend less on cycle lanes which are hopelessly under utilised considering their cost. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 
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Tell us why: 

North Harbour stadium is a white elephant. Either put it to good use or redevelop it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don’t sell off assets to fund things 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I don’t trust the council to not make a cockup of this 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Leave it alone. We don’t have space on our roads for more freight 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Mostly sounds like greenie woke nonsense to me 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

I haven’t been to a library in donkeys years. Who ever uses them anymore. Spend the 
money elsewhere 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Sick of all the anti-car policies. Fix the public transport reliability but stop with the anti 
car measures. Even as a cyclist, I think these cycle lanes are a waste of money. Most 
people simply won’t ride a bike because they are too impractical for most uses.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Do not support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Upgrade public transport 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cut the number of consultants and cut the salaries of bureaucrats -- severely. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Budget better, less waste, I’ don’t want to pay more when I don’t think our money has 
been spent wisely 

 

820



#2053 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less road cones 

Less removal of parking in the CBD as it decreases foot traffic 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Personally I won’t use public transport, it needs to be user pays 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Not while our money is wasted 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less on Council salaries and catering 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

White elephant 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

Should be managed within council, seperate trusts don’t appear to be aligned with rate 
payers in my experience 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Get rid of the port and use the land for a stadium. The CBD needs to attract more 
people to the area as it’s currently looking really bad, and too dangerous for families 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Sell or lease the land to commercial developers, the council can’t manage their own 
budget let alone run a port 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Keep it simple, creating more complex structures doesn’t work in my opinion. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

There are much better uses for the land than a port 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Get rid of the port from the CBD, cruise liners only, all freight to Onehunga 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Cost of living crisis, council needs to reign in spending on things we can’t afford 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
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consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

If you have budget shortfalls then you need to cut spending to fit with available budget. 
That’s what ratepayers have to do, so should council 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Western Springs has to remain a speedway, woke members that are trying to close it 
down by making it harder to operate need to be exposed
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Update road traffic on the existing basis 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Nonessential projects cancelled, light rail 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

No speed bumps required 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Community facilities provide convenience to the community 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

There is no need to rebuild if it is sufficient. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Rodney,Upper Harbour 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

 

Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 
Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

 

Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 
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Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

 

Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

 

Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 
 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

The introduction is not detailed and comprehensive 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Transform it into a comprehensive sports city, such as building a badminton training 
hall and table tennis hall that meet New Zealand international standards, adding 
sporting goods stores and coffee shops, and hiring a commercial operation and 
management company to operate and manage it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell shares, other things remain unchanged 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

Make Auckland Ports a council-controlled company with profits paid directly to the 
council. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Don't collect too much tax all at once.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Spending too much money 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No need 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reduce all 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Waste of money 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Do not support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
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Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Rodney,Upper Harbour 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

 

Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 
Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

 

Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 
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Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

 

Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

 

Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

851



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cones, level crossings. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I am concerned that the company that leases the port will not pay for the supporting 
infrastructure (roads etc). 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Save North Harbour stadium 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Spend less money on consultants and actually do what they say before its out of date. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't like dynamic lanes, way to confusing.  Keep the cycle lanes - that's the way of 
the future.  Increase public transport and make it reliable!! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Building more roads - just leads to more congestion. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It was built by the people on the Shore for the people on the Shore.  The North Shore 
is well under resourced for large events.  Instead make it more affordable for groups to 
use. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

859



#2118 
 
Tell us why: 

Don't think its good in the long term. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Better for the long term 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Please make sure there are no more trucks on the road - that's why it is so congested.  
Make all transportation from there by rail!! 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Add pool and leisure centre to Hobsonville suburb, more frequent ferry schedules, start 
bus route from Scott Point to Catalina bay 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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cycleways as this is less than 1% population 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

An external party will have a budget outside of akl council. Don’t want the 
redevelopment of a stadium to increase our rates and taxes 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Very Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Do not support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

It is madness to roll out a rates funded refuse collection, when the user pays system 
encourages better recycling and people being more aware of what they use. If they've 
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paid for a bin every week they won't bother recycling. What an absolute backwards 
step for our city and money grabbing scheme by the council. At the moment our 
household of three (including one in diapers) only needs to put our small blue tag bin 
out once every three weeks, when she's out of diapers it would be once a month or 
less. Why are we being punished for not creating as much waste as others. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce Rates 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support only option with reduce rates 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Public Transport, Environment and Waste 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

none 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

892



#2237 
 
4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Public Transport, commit to road safety, improve infrastructure. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Faster isn't a necessity, reliable, However, should be a given. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Northwestern rapid transit. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cost to undertake Traffic Management Plan. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

ease of traffic congestion going into west and south Auckland for major event. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

898



#2240 
 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

Other 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Please consider fixing the seagull intersection arrangement between BCR and 
Hobsonville point Road, as well as the traffic congestion in the intersection of Clark 
Road and Hobsonville point Road 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

no opinion. 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No need for compost bins. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep the regional fuel tax and use that money towards improvements. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

The council will not be able to manage an investment fund properly and it creates a 
conflict of interest between shareholdings and resident satisfaction. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Auckland council should NOT have a fund. The major conflict of interest it creates is 
unfathomable. I cannot believe this has even been thought of to begin with. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

I would expect funding for all hobbies to be reduced or removed before general rates 
rise.. 

908



#2250 
 

Arts / Sports - Hobbies/interests that for some reason get funded while other peoples 
hobbies are not. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Council spending any funds on non critical services is absurd and wasteful. People 
using the stadium can figure out funding it if they want to use it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't know enough to comment 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

reduce rates with surplus. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

I am happy to deal with rates increases as long as it's only for critical services only. 
The  idea that councils are responsible for anything more than accounting and 
redirecting funds to the most important services is a notion that we can't afford 
anymore. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Not Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. Living cost is too high at the moment. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Yes, cut all un-necessary cost please. I have seen a playground with reasonable 
conditions being demolished and a new one was built end of 2023. Very few people 
has used this playground as it is on a slope site and there are at least other 3-4 
playgrounds in the same area. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

invest on more electric buses. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Cut cost 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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Cut cost 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Cut cost 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Cut cost 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Do not need a multi-purpose library 
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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: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The need to get people around Auckland faster by either public transport or car is 
greater than stupid raised crossings and cycleways in places where there is little 
demand 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Develop it into more of a community hub - e.g. facilities for not for profit organizations 
to hire at affordable rates. Retain sports fields and redevelop the actual stadium area 
into a 15,000 - 20,000 seat covered facility with series of conference rooms, reception 
lounges etc 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We don't need a 'Future Fund' with billions of $$ in it. Have a reserve for such events 
sure. Climate challenges have been around for ages and they will continue so a % of 
rates income each year is considered suitable. There will never be enough I guess but 
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at least there would be some in the pot. AIAL shares should be retained and dividends 
from that channeled into the pot. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Environmental services including less stormwater polution in harbours 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stick to core services 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Reduce expenditure on Cycleways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Smart traffic lights 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Reduce the costs but retain ownership. Once public and recreational land is gone its 
gone forever 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Pay down debt directly 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Put less effort and money into cycleways. We have great connectivity with the existing 
network. What is the return on investment in cycleways infrastructure? Is adding 10 km 
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of cycleway making $ amount of difference to people? How many people actually use 
the $ invested in the cycleways on any given day of the week? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Road cones! Why do projects like Tauhini Road in Greenhithe take months and months 
to complete? Are the contractors not fulfilling their obligations in time? Penalise the 
delays! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Why is the stadium not being used as a destination for non-sporting events like 
concerts or other entertainment options? Why is the commecial effort so low? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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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Divest the Auckland Airport shareholding and also reduce the stake in POAL - council 
should not be involved in the opreration of these entities. Be a key stakeholder of the 
premises and its governance, but limit to just that. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Why the ********** has it not already been done? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Invest in the future fund and use the proceeds of the fund to fund council services. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

I'm not sure Auckland Council has any plans that are shovel ready in 2 years. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Yes, it is a giant car park in the prime seafront realestate of Auckland city! Pointless! 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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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. 

Other 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better oversite of companies milking the roading system and holding them accountable 
for delays. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less on cycleways. The city is too big and the number of people using them does not 
equate to good economic decisions. Muli million dollar cycle way the 100 people or 
less use a day. Waste of time. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Less spending on bikes and crossings that are a waste of money 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better train and bus services to the main hubs that are planned to grow (i.e.Westgate) 
Crazy that the infrastructure hasn't gone in before the development of areas. And stop 
allowing intensification in areas that have no transport because they are choaked by 
developers. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised crossings on every corner 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

No point of having a stadium if it isn't utilized as much as possible. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

943



#2291 
 
Tell us why: 

Need a more active investment that has better returns that in turn can be reinvested in 
infrastructure 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Not Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

To fluffy and panders to certain ethnic groups. Treat everybody as one do do what is 
best for all not certain groups. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Unless it is in an area that attract people and has other community options it will be a 
red herring and waste. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Cut back on the wasteful spending, bloated bureaucracy and inefficient systems and 
processes. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Reduce waste collection. Reduce staffing at the council, reduce and remove all the red 
tape and bureaucracy 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too much spent by the council has resulted in a bloated organisation with no clear 
mandate to improve the systems and processes in place. It’s basically a captured 
audience that are hit with rate rises Year on Year!!! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cut back on all the cultural and arts programs. Twice library hours. Cut back on public 
facilities 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

I want my rates to remains unchanged or become lower. It beggars belief that there 
are 10-20% increases every year. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Another white elephant. M. Flatten it and build social housing or public housing there. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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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? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Fairly Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Assistance to Maori (only) initiatives 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Very supportive of the stopping of the initiatives around cycleways and pedestrian 
crossings 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways/speed humps at pedestrian crossings. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not believe that Auckland City has given North Harbour stadium a 'fair go'.   As an 
example the city has not directed top level rugby matches there.   We therefore need 
an operational management system to provide more events there.   I do not agree with 
the selling off of land about the stadium.   Now we have it lets keep it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not agree with selling airport shares however I do agree with the establishment of 
an AKL Future Fund. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I wild not like to see an operator such as Chinese take over the lease of a strategic 
asset such as the port.   Better it remains in the hands of the people of Auckland. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Funding from he POAL may assist in lessening the rise of rates on Auckland 
ratepayers. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Lessens the requirement to increase more movements by rail and truck thus lessens 
environmental impact. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

It is a functioning port.   Lets keep it that way.   Otherwise there is no port in AKL? 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Don't build it. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

968



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

I don't know 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Other 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays,Upper Harbour 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Our People – create opportunities that 
support connectedness, diversity and 
inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 
increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
health and provide for resilient and low 
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
services and spaces meet the needs of our 
diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 
improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 
Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

973



#2339 
 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

With current rate of inflation, continuous increases in daily expenses such as food, 
electricity etc which is not keeping up with the increase in wages, the Council needs to 
rethink their plans as citizens can't pay any more rate increases. We are already 
paying high council rates and can't afford to dish out any more increases. Council must 
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review all their spending esp when it comes to travel, entertainments and also review 
their staffing headcount. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Sponsoring events takes a big chunk of the council's budgets. Whilst this is good for 
the community, the Council needs to find ways to have these social events have other 
sponsorships etc. Council needs to review the transportation system as big waste of 
spending was done for this CityRail link to be honest! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transport system revamped is really needed for Auckland. To be honest, funding for 
cycle ways is a waste as not a big chunk of the population cycles and uses these 
lanes. However, AT Services esp buses and trains are sub standard. These should be 
the main priority for suburbs having an explosion of developments. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Transport infrrastructure like the another bridge linking the Shore to the city. Or Light 
rail system in major suburbs. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Review how it is being used at the moment. Try to find new opportunities for the 
Stadium to be used to earn revenues. 
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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: 

Get private funding 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Relocate Ports of Auckland into a better position where it could served the shipping 
and logistics industry in a better way. The ports and the harbour is now too small and 
too shallow for bigger ships hence there is a limitation for the ports to receive big ships 
now. Once the port is relocated, the current land should be developed into a modern 
wharf with better amenities, shopping, retail, entertainment spaces which could attract 
overseas tourists, investors, singers etc. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Get the port to become publicly funded entity to generate investments 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Unless the ports is relocated somewhere else, they need to keep the Bledisloe 
Terminal 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

Support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 

981



#2347 
 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

All the other taxes paid should cover all these propsasals if managed by competent 
ethical people 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Beuracratic red tape: invasive control 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

Usually these schemes end up leasing to communist China corporations 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 

985



#2364 
 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Do not support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Move away from the World Economic Forum 2030 climate agenda
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Nothing 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Transport 

988



#2387 
 
 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nothing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Less paying Bureaucrats 

Spend ratepayers money sensibly 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less Managers,  less," Psper pushers" 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Just spend hard earned rates being paid by ratepayers. 

Less money for Bureaucrats
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I really think public transportation is key here. I lived in Copenhagen where train 
services were 24/7/365 every 4 minutes not just to the centre of the City with an 
extremely good additional bus service. The trains were fully automated, so there 
wasn't anywhere near the labour concerns that we have other than maintenance and 
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station presence. I didn't need to buy a car, which took off a massive CAPEX concern 
from my head. I didn't need to think about how I would get from a to b in a sensible 
time frame. In the long-term, this could massively reduce the infrastructure cost of a 
personal vehicle dominated transportation system. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Improving operating expenditure by smarter ways of working e..g leveraging AI. We 
can't pretend this won't have an impact in the next 10 years, so it is better to address it 
and work with it. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

See my answer to 1c 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Elaborating on 1c, 24/7/365 capable public transportation target for major arteries. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Deprioritise road improvements that do not benefit public transportation 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't have a major opinion on this, in the scheme of things, but I do know that a lot of 
people seem to be upset that giving AKL responsibility over the stadium has been a 
detrimental effect and it hasn't been kept up to standard to attract events, so without 
redeveloping or changing the operational management is likely to cause it to spiral into 
irrelevance over time. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't know enough about the long-term benefit of keeping the AIAL shares, but if we 
are going to lose out financially over a 20-year period, it may not be worth it. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I don't think the Port should be a core function of the council with all the other 
responsibilities they have to partake. The upfront lease payment followed by a 
reasonable return on a year on year basis is definitely an attractive option. The only 
question I would have is whether if there would be any wider knock on effect on freight 
using the port if costs were increased and other ports became preferred. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

I think there should be a mix of continue and invest. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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I agree with establishing a new CCO, as I think there will be a lot of ongoing 
discussions on how the proceeds are being spent. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The Britomart front is supposed to be Auckland's crown jewel representation to visitors 
and to all of NZ but it feels ugly and unpleasant to be there. I am assuming with this 
comment that the ferry terminal will still be able to cope with the tourist ferr 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Based on the statement on page 75 about it severely reducing the value of the port 
without it. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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I'd like to see the local boards making better financial commitments to the money 
available to them. Making some toilets in Whenuapai one of your primary 
commitments, whilst useful, isn't really making me feel like the $18m being given is 
being progressively spent. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

1003



#2394 
 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

I think a re-invigorated sense of community in upper harbour is going to encourage a 
lot more voluntary work and support. I am keen to encourage the use of libraries in the 
region, the multi-purpose library in NorthWest was an excellent addition. Hobsonvi 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

The public toilet facility in Whenuapai on the 10 year plan felt a bit ridiculous. I need 
more information on what land you are intending to sell and for what purpose to make 
further comment. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Introduce a voluntary membership/subscription fee for library use that includes some 
perks. Donation based community events at the library facility. Capability for 
businesses to rent parts of the facilities for meetings and exhibitions. 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

I guess the main point would be to provide proof that the council and local boards 
aren't wasting money in a pragmatic understandable way.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Please focus on the inflation. High living expenses is pressure to EACH NEW 
ZEALANDER. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less Environment and regulation, less parks and community - these things can stand 
on their own with community support. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

so much money wasted on cycleways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

let an international entity invest their money in rail in AKL 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

they arent utalised because they arent competing with other event spaces - they have 
crazy high cost to access. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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: 

AKL council isnt an operator, lease it out. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

none of these are important. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Do not support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't support stopping pedestrian and cycling improvements 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways and pedestrian facilities 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roads for cars, parking for cars 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Opportunity costs are high 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

AIAL is not a good investment 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Owning a port is not a good investment 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

no 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

increase cost of living as this will mean we have to pay more 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Build cycleway infrastructure 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Supporting arts organisations 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I disagree with the proposal to stop raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Managing The stadium should not be a core function of council. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Very Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Fix roads basic necessary services, better rubbish collections, water, electricity etc 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Don't waste money on frivolous stuff like cycle lanes, decorative walking paths ect that 
hardly anyone uses. 

stop re-sealing roads every few years, that there's nothing wrong with & focus on the 
ones that actually need fixed 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Most people drive cars, prioritise that 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Improving motorways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Public transport 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Not a necessity, we have plenty of stadiums 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

If its making a profit, hang on to it 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Do not support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better road serviced to minimize congestion 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Do not raise any more rates or taxes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More on developing highway 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less investment on cycle lane 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Other 

1062



#2520 
 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Not Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Expand highway to minimize congestion 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

I don't know 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Public transport. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Much of the cultural activities are just 'nice to have' but not a high priority amid other 
more important concerns. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

A sensible balance that prioritises the needs of the majority ahead of vocal minorities 
like cyclists. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

I would spend still less of cyclists/cycle lanes etc.  If people want to cycle that's fine, 
but a fringe interest should not be subsidised by rate payers. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium is surplus to requirements.  Redevelop for housing. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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: 

Personally I can't fathom why we own a port (or airport shares), but if we have to own it 
then it should at least be operated on a commercial basis and proceeds invested. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

I don't know 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Rodney 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

 

Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 
Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

 

Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 

 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

 

Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 
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Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No - enough is enough!  I would be happy to pay more rates if it was utilised properly.  
But these "average" 10% rate rises year on year is enough.  Time to start making cuts 
in the head office and all the middle management at Auckland Council that are not 
delivering. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Anything to stop these insane rate rises year on year.  Auckland Transport and the 
CRL have destroyed the CBD for crazy costs to businesses and rate payers. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't support the Congestion Charges plan, CRL has been an expensive failure so 
far.  Too costly and taken way too long for the long term benefit. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes, spend less on middle management in Auckland Council and remaining COOs. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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Anything to lower rate rises. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Don't sell assets, you need to cut the waste and the money that is being spent. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

NO MORE RATE RISES!  Enough is enough. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Cut whatever you need to cut to stop the rate rises. Enough is enough. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Stop the ridiculous rate rises every year!  It's not sustainable, if we were seeing 
legitimate progress, then i would be happy to support rate rises.  But all we see is 
waste and nonsense from the same Councilors.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Everything is good as it currently is. No more Crazy rate increases. The amount they 
have increased over the last 8 years is far too much. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

1089



#2622 
 

Pay MP's less. They def dont deserve the pay & perks they get (Many of them that is). 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Council Rates is the largest bill our household pays each year. It simply confounds me 
as to why we have enormous expense wasted exercizes like the "Upper Harbour Drive 
Cycle road rules" There has been huge outcry over this - and its been ignored. There 
will be a person behind this pushing it, it almost seems like a personal vendetta to fight 
the residents and make them do something they don't want. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Red Light Cameras. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

MP wages. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

I watched it being built years back, it just needs to be put into use more for all kinds of 
events - if it is scrapped, that will be yet another huge waste of my tax money. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

The selling off of all assets is simply not good for this country. They eventually fall into 
the hands of overseas investors, so we will end up living in our country renting it back 
off Non NZ'ers 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

use it lessen rates we have to pay. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Do not support 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

They are not addressing the most important issues, people just simply dont have the 
money spend on anything - its a recession! 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
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new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better public transport 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cultural events 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Improving public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less emphasis on raised pedestrian crossings and cycle ways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Do not support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 

Not Important 
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Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. With the cost of living and mortgage rates through the roof, you’re literally killing us 
already. This is insane. I want you to do what you have to do with the money you 
already have. Rates are calculated based on 2021 RVs which are about $300k (if not 
more) higher than the current property values. And you’re asking us if we’d like them to 
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increase even more! It takes a total lack of humanity to even consider proposing 
something like that. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No. With the cost of living and mortgage rates through the roof, you’re literally killing us 
already. This is insane. I want you to do what you have to do with the money you 
already have. Rates are calculated based on 2021 RVs which are about $300k (if not 
more) higher than the current property values. And you’re asking us if we’d like them to 
increase even more! It takes a total lack of humanity to even consider proposing 
something like that. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

No. With the cost of living and mortgage rates through the roof, you’re literally killing us 
already. This is insane. I want you to do what you have to do with the money you 
already have. Rates are calculated based on 2021 RVs which are about $300k (if not 
more) higher than the current property values. And you’re asking us if we’d like them to 
increase even more! It takes a total lack of humanity to even consider proposing 
something like that. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No. With the cost of living and mortgage rates through the roof, you’re literally killing us 
already. This is insane. I want you to do what you have to do with the money you 
already have. Rates are calculated based on 2021 RVs which are about $300k (if not 
more) higher than the current property values. And you’re asking us if we’d like them to 
increase even more! It takes a total lack of humanity to even consider proposing 
something like that. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No. With the cost of living and mortgage rates through the roof, you’re literally killing us 
already. This is insane. I want you to do what you have to do with the money you 
already have. Rates are calculated based on 2021 RVs which are about $300k (if not 
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more) higher than the current property values. And you’re asking us if we’d like them to 
increase even more! It takes a total lack of humanity to even consider proposing 
something like that. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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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. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Do not support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No. With the cost of living and mortgage rates through the roof, you’re literally killing us 
already. This is insane. I want you to do what you have to do with the money you 
already have. Rates are calculated based on 2021 RVs which are about $300k (if not 
more) higher than the current property values. And you’re asking us if we’d like them to 
increase even more! It takes a total lack of humanity to even consider proposing 
something like that. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Waitākere Ranges 

1106



#2627 
 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No. With the cost of living and mortgage rates through the roof, you’re literally killing us 
already. This is insane. I want you to do what you have to do with the money you 
already have. Rates are calculated based on 2021 RVs which are about $300k (if not 
more) higher than the current property values. And you’re asking us if we’d like them to 
increase even more! It takes a total lack of humanity to even consider proposing 
something like that.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Minimise flooding - and get on with it - the number of people I know who have had no 
communication from Council since an initial letter or two is ridiculous. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Stop mucking around with speedbumps, ridiculous speedlimits, and turning the CBD 
into an area no one wants to go near. Spend it where people live and enjoy their lives, 
and stop trying to force them into an idealised council worldview of bike riding and bus 
taking - it ain't happening. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop mucking around with public transport and subsidising fares - if people want to use 
them, they can pay for the privilege. Look to where people are ACTUALLY using 
transport and focus there - if people drive cars, guess what, focus on the roads. Keep 
it simple and look to where the people are. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Roads and transport links. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Public transport, cycle ways - waste of time and money, not utilised enough for the 
insane investment they require. Stop putting ********** speed bumps everywhere too! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

All Blacks, All Whites haven't played there in years, it doesn't get used and allowing a 
defunct Baseball team to rip out half of it was a joke. Turn it into a community sports 
precinct and make it usable again. 
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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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Support 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

If you're going to look at redeveloping North Harbour Stadium into a community sports 
area, why bother doing the Scott Point park??? 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
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new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Do not support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

The price for water services should reflect the cost of providing  

so be more user pays than general rate funded as we do for waste collection 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Getting around Auckland is the biggest challenge we all face and our current 
infrastructure is insufficient now and not accounting for growth. Decarbonising and 
improving public transport should be a priority but agree that this needs more input 
from central government as the regional fuel tax has gone. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium in underused and looking tired. It could be better operated as a smaller 
mixed use venue 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Diversification of investments  

The current shareholding does not give enough influence so it should just be seen as a 
financial investment 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

The port is a strategic asset and unless it is relocated it should stay in Council hands. 
Leasing out could lead to increased cost for users and loss of volume. Not sure if the 
port is a CCTO and can borrow of its own balance sheet? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Fewer dedicated cycleways and cycle paths that are only used by a small number of 
people or in remote areas that really benefits little, shift the money to enhance public 
transport. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

1129



#2712 
 
 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Pay much on public schools instead of asking for donations every year. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Salary. Pay much on many staff who give stupid ideas every year. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Waste money but don’t need to take responsibility. No contribution to economic but 
only can push the duty. You can only rise the rates and cause all the bad results now. 
Boasted several years ago but make all Aucklanders feel tough today! If you rise the 
rates now but that policy is not working, do you plan to rise 50% rates next year? 
Really shame on you. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Education and public securities. Auckland is almost a gangster city. Indulging young 
people without any punishments. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Government clerks salaries. We don’t need too many idlers. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

change another management may be worse than it now. Wasting money on new batch 
of incompetent people. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Save the money for wasting later? And call that fund for future? If possible, please 
explain the $26m consultation fee for subway via media. And how to compensate the 
shop owners in city centre because of road blocking. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

If you can operate Auckland port well. You will never think about lease it. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

No fund for future now. Make sure all people can survive in this sucked economy 
circumstances now! Why do you save money instead of rising rates? 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Let the ports like it be now. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 
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Tell us why: 

Don’t wasting money on any stupid ideas! 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Do not support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Disagree 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 
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I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

During the tough period, can you keep a quiet year instead of thinking all types of 
money spent ideas? 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Ten years is too long. Please don’t overdraft the future. Leaving wealth to next 
generation, not debts. Let our generation live easily without rising much rates every 
year! 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

No money wasting plan is better. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Several years ago, some people boasted much and planned much. Promised the 
better future we will have. Now, we have all messes and debts. That’s why you want to 
rise the rates. Year after year, nothing changed on money needs! Some people are 
really greedy and money will never be enough!Stop moving is always better than 
moving towards wrong direction!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

N/A 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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This long term paln is absoultely rubish. We shpuld get a new mayor. Auckland council 
has too many works who doesn't do their jobs properly. have seen lots of road works 
but only one wworker actually does work and the rest of them just standing and 
watching. First Auckland council should reduce their workers. and just increasing the 
rate doesn't solve everything. you should cut down your redundant spending first. I 
voted for the current mayor last time but I can say it was a big mistake. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

absolutely rubish proposal. you should do things with what you have. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

do not wasting money. just keep that as it is. that is enough. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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just wasting money. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland council does everything stupidely. better to have the professional operation 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

No money for Council 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

don;lt trust Aucklnad council. don't do that. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Auckland Council is  doing absolutely rubish. Dont try to make everything fancy. 
Council is doing this "Have you say" because the government is cutting Auckland Fuel 
tax. We are not stupid and bilnd. We should do new Mayor election. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Waitematā 

 

Waitematā Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitematā in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

Not Important 
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Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 
remediation and seismic strengthening, and 
progress physical works. 

 

Not Important 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

Not Important 

Deliver services and programmes that 
support youth activation, leadership, and 
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket. 

 

Not Important 

Develop programmes that improve 
perceptions of safety within the City Centre, 
and our town-centres. 

 

Not Important 

Support local communities to develop 
Emergency Planning & Readiness 
Response Plans. 

 

Not Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 
celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitematā proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

there is nothing interest, stupid plans. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Council's officers should react more promptly to citizen's phone call and requests. One 
of my friend was an employee of Auckland Council and he was blamed by his superior 
for quickly picking up the phone and resolving the caller's demand efficiently, which is 
anti-human！Council should rectify on this and the citizens are not going to pay more 
for it! 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Council should spend less on renovating the office. Looking at the traffic every morning 
and try feeling the pain during the 1.5hours driving on the road. What kind of pain do 
Council officers have by staying in the old office? Thinking of what 147.5million could 
do for improving citizen's happiness rather than building a new office in Albany. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

It is so common to see 6 workers staying at a same spot and only one person is 
actually doing the job, the other five are keep watching and doing nothing. Please 
trying to figure out who is paying excessively for the job, is it the council? AT? or the 
contractors? 

Contractors are privately operating businesses that could hardly wasting money like 
this. So apparently either Council or AT is wasting the money. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

The current North Harbour Stadium is good enough. But I doubt on $33 million 
maintaining cost over 10 years, Ask more contractors to price the maintainance job ! 
Surely you can save some money from it where there is a competition among the 
contractors. We want to see the effort made by Auckland council for reasonably saving 
money. I will put an eye on who is always used by Auckland council for maintenance 
later. 
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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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

none of them makes disruptive changes on citizens' life in Upper harbour. I cannot 
believe Council didn't realize the safety issues and crime rate was rising up in last few 
years. Trying to do something with that, please. I don't want my kids to grow up t 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
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land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

I have so many friends and colleagues and their kids living in Albany. None of them 
complaints about the lack of a multi-purpose library. Do I live in a fake Albany or this 
idea jumps into proposers mind when he is daydreaming? It is a big amount of money 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cyclists don't use cycle paths 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Rail 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle ways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

White elephant knock it down 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We are not in the airline buisness 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

A great asset 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Looking ahead 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

no 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I agree with proposal 

But What about Cruise Ship Berthing 

Cruise ships money into Auckland Are you going to provide for them 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

Same as 5 b 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

Too Much stuff 

How did we survive before this 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Not Sure 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
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following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

No 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Water - sadly we’re were affected by the AKL Flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle last year. 
Both times it was because the storm water pipes on our road was blocked and the 
water rushed through into our driveway from all angles of the road. EQC and insurance 
is not covering for the full remedial works and we are left to fund a $110,000 deficit and 
have no idea where we will get these additional funds for ;( 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

It’s tough where we are all at and I don’t agree with what the Government has done by 
taking the fuel tax away. Where else are we meant to find those funds from if not the 
increase of rates which are already high especially for those doing it tough. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

When other major cities in the world do what they can to reduce congestion etc it 
seems the current government are less supportive of footpaths, shared bike and 
footpaths etc. and having a strong and reliable public transport system which entices 
people to use their cars less, we are back to the old ages of being very reliant on our 
cars sadly. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It isn’t the community’s fault that throughout the years, the stadium was not managed 
and kept properly hence we are at this point. It would be so sad to have built a great 
stadium for the community and then have to take the bulk of it away from everyone 
because it wasn’t managed properly. 
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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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

- 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Discontinue funding of any activities that are not core responsibilities. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not support further rail investment until we can get current services working. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No more cycle ways and lanes and raised pedestrian crossings. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

To do anything would entail spending.  If left now changes can be considered down the 
line. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The changing situation in Auckland will require funding, so a good idea to create the 
fund.  The airport shares are a source to kick off the fund. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

The current arrangement is not generating a reasonable return. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Reduce the rates increases. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

- 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Any change can be made down the track as more favourable economic conditions 
allow. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

As 5a 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

None 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

These are not core Council activities. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Misguided. 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 

1177



#2781 
 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Libraries are no longer needed. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

None
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I like anything that costs a bit now to reduce costs in future. e.g. scrapping non-used 
rubbish bins. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Get competitive quotes for tenders on infrastructure or other work. Do things faster 
with less cones and more productivity, less red tape 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't understand "supporting investment in priority housing areas, including $866 
million of transport investment for the Auckland Housing Programme areas supported 
by the Housing Acceleration Fund" 

Dont waste money to "investigate the feasibility" of a low-cost bike ferry connecting 
Northcote and the city centre - use existing facilities 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Ongoing roadworks - you need to pay less, get it done quicker and use a standardised 
method for H&S - stop paying for reports and assessments when all you need to less 
cones, more work being done 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't waste money for a feasibility study to redevelop - just use it better now. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

Future proofing requires more than just operating assets so I favour diversification 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

More revenue and kickstart from upfront payment speeds up profitabiity 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Council needs core business funding, not adding more services so the Future Fund is 
what we are missing to have better funding for services to meet the future need. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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Because it will cost too much to create public use, it's inconvenient for anyone outside 
the CBD unless you provide a massive carpark 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

This could be large more friendly public space like arts and crafts,shops,eateries etc 
focused on local, indigenous experiences that we all relate to, not souvenir type 
venues 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 
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I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

A lot of these things are not needed, they are wanted. However things like parks and 
access for a growing population are good 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Mostly good 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Do not support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Devonport-Takapuna 

 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in 
2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress the detailed business case and 
delivery of a new library and community 
hub in Takapuna. 

 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 
Parks Management Plan that will guide 
decisions on the use and management of 
our parks and open spaces. 

 

Implement priority actions from the 
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 
to Māori including the restoration and 
improvement of Te Uru Tapu. 

 

Invest in the delivery of key events in our 
town centres to support local businesses 
and showcase our area to visitors and 
locals alike. 

 

Continue to renew and improve community 
facilities including the playground at Achilles 
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities 
at Becroft Park. 
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Continue support of our valued art partners 
who provide a wide range of programmes, 
exhibitions and live productions and 
performances. 

 

Tell us why 

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

NO 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less social, cultural, and events garbage. If people want it, they'll organise and pay for 
it without the Council getting involved. Councils role should be limited to infrastructure 
ONLY. Stop wasting our money. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Unless you're actually going to start doing things that work, just stop wasting our 
money. Public transport and cycleways will never work to enough of a degree to justify 
the amount of money being poured into them. 

Your focus needs to be on roads being fit for purpose (fix the ********** pot holes!), not 
cyclists (who are predominantly weekenders only, not commuters) and pedestrians. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Potholes. Road repairs. That's pretty much all the Council should be focusing on, road 
maintenance. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways, speedbumps, public transport. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Why does the Council own the Stadium? Sell it, or get sponsors to fund the upkeep 
and maintenance so the stadium budget isn't coming from our rates. I've never used 
North Harbour Stadium, been kept up plenty of nights by the noise coming from it, but 
never used it, why am I paying for it? 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Why add another level of bureaucracy and costs to another level of bureaucracy and 
costs. Stop wasting our money. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

If your numbers are correct, at the current level profit generated under the current 
management strategy, over 35 years, would be around $1.4B, That's less than $2.1B 
so long-term the gain makes sense. Assuming your figures and projections are correct, 
with the number of times Council budgets blow out I'm not convinced this will pan out 
the way you think it will. Any funds should be used to fund Council services, screw 
investing it, stop playing with other peoples money, use it, and cut our rates. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Stop playing with other peoples money, use it for purpose, and cut our rates. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Not sure how I can be any clearer than I already have been. 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

What else could you possibly turn it into that would be of more public benefit than jobs, 
and bringing necessities into the city. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

Do not support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Other 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Other 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Other 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Are you charging people for things they're actually using. If a property has it's own 
septic system are they still going to have to pay Targeted Sewerage Rates? If a 
properties "drainage" is ditches dug along the side of the road, are you going to charge 
them the same as you charge someone whose property is serviced by actual 
stormwater drains. If your charges were fair I'd be more inclined to support them. But 
they're not. 
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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: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Be more efficient by cutting unnecessary Human Resources 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Cost money 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Cost money 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

LESS RATE FOR US!!!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce spending on Auckland Transport 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

AT is doing too much unnecessary work and sometimes make things worse. This is a 
lot of money wasting. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Do not support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Reasonable 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

1210



#2923 
 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Rodney,Upper Harbour,Whau 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Not Important 

Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 
Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

Fairly Important 

Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 

Not Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Not Important 

Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Fairly Important 
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Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

Fairly Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

Not Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 
 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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Whau Local Board Priorities 
 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Whau in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

We will work with our partners to build 
community capacity, from 
climate/emergency preparedness and 
community resilience to increased 
participation and community capability. 

Fairly Important 

We will encourage and support 
volunteerism and community participation, 
especially through environmental and 
ecological initiatives around the Manukau 
Harbour and foreshore, the Whau River and 
its tributaries, and our urban ngahere. 

 

Fairly Important 

We will continue to undertake governance-
level engagement and collaboration with 
mana whenua and the other west Auckland 
local boards. 

 

Not Important 

We will work with the local BIDs where 
possible, to support local economy and to 
realise shared goals around climate action, 
community connection and belonging. 

Fairly Important 

We will consider accessibility and inclusion 
across our services, engagement, and 
other initiatives. 

Fairly Important 

 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Whau proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

cycle lanes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

its a waste of space 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

dont sell your money makers 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

aucklands waterfront is an eyesore 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less wastage on ill thought ideas…some cycleways, food scrap bins. 

1230



#2947 
 
 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Need to work smarter and stop wastage. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It used to be a fairly heavily used resource but is rarely used now and the maintenance 
cost is unwarranted 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

1231



#2947 
 
 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Don’t build it. Libraries are a thing of the past 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More road upkeep 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Bike lanes, cyclists never use them and keep riding in the roads anyways... Perhaps 
charge cyclist road user charges! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Do not support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More effective control of environmental weeds. More planting of native plants - change 
unnecessary grass areas to natives. More support for community groups doing social 
and environmental work. Better, safer cycle ways - including cheaper options that may 
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slow cars down but improve safety for cyclists - i.e. designated room for cyclists on 
roads. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

More needs to be done to make cycling safer, not less. More and more people are 
choosing to bike, but many find the roads scary. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycle ways and safe, fast cycle routes. Better, faster bus connections. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Only certain sectors of the community use a sports stadium. It would be better to use 
the land for well-designed high-density affordable housing, with safe walkways and 
cycleways, parks, and lots of native bush areas. Keep the pool though - this is a well-
used asset. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Fairly Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

A blue-green spatial plan that includes green areas and water needs to be developed 
for new build areas like Whenuapai. Environmental weeds continue to be a problem in 
the area, and will get worse if not dealt with properly. Illegal dumping and weeds on l 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Good - except I think the North Harbour stadium should be deconstructed and the land 
re-developed as affordable, high density housing with lots of green space and native 
bush regeneration. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
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following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I travel by bus to the city, its expensive but better than driving. If it was less people may 
not drive. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Bus lanes west, south and East like north. Love the northern busway, so fast and very 
regular. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Trains 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

If its not used enough and not profitable, other options need to be explored. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

do more restructuring and get rid of AT and other incompetent divisions 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Do less bike lanes. They are an absolute waste of money 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

anything you touch results in wastage 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

rubbish collection 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Do not support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Not Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Road quality 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised pedestrian crossings - I don’t understand the need for them and why they’re so 
expensive 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 

1269



#2983 
 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop funding events for the next few years & put the money into infrastructure. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Trains for the North Shore! 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised crossings, bus lanes, T2 & T3 lanes, dedicated cycle lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Tear it down, tear down Mt Smart & stop investing in Eden Park - sell all the land & 
build one stadium which is central & available for all to use! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell all AIAL shares & payback debt! 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

Sell the ********** lot & pay off debt! 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell the lot to developers & pay off debt!! 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell the lot to developers & pay off debt!! 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Yes - cull all unnecessary staff & expenditure at rhe council & reduce our ********** 
rates bill!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There is a large need for improvements across the city especially with areas already at 
maximum capacity, however prioritisation of these projects needs to be done to 
minimize wasteful spending 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Henderson-Massey,Upper Harbour 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

Very Important 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Our People – create opportunities that 
support connectedness, diversity and 
inclusion in our community. 

Very Important 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 
increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
health and provide for resilient and low 
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey. 

Very Important 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
services and spaces meet the needs of our 
diverse communities. 

I don't know 

Our Places – support initiatives that 
improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

Fairly Important 

Our Economy – continue to support the 
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 
Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 
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Descriptions are very general. I would like to see more detailed outlines of where the 
money will be spent and what projects are in the pipeline to deliver on these priorities 

 
7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Looks okay but would need to seek more feedback from people in the community as to 
what they think is important. These forms are great but not many people have access 
to it and understanding of it 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Swimming facilities 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Fewer bike lanes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reduce subsidies for people who are able to work but do not go to work 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The Stadium is well placed for the North of Auckland with reasonable transport access 
and should be used more 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Professional Management of a fund with the objective of retaining and growing the 
Capital is a good option for the future of the city 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

1292



#3017 
 
 

Tell us here: 

Keep controll of the asset, dont lease it and find that after all of the big talk the leassee 
runs it into the ground 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Take some for Council Services and allocate some to build the fund 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

I don't know 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No, how about making sure every department has a savings target and make those 
reports public. Also stop all the wasteful spending. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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The port deliveres revenue to the council so keep it. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Any income helps keep the rates down 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 

Not Important 
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Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transportation cannot improve people's travel at all. It is not convenient and 
punctual and cannot be trusted. Nowadays, buses are empty most of the time, which is 
a waste of resources. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Speed up project construction progress and save costs. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1306



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

1307



#3086 
 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Do not support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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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? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Keeping the city centre clean and attractive. Regular (if not daily) cleaning of common, 
open areas, like in front of Britomart Transport Centre. Provide more public toi.ets and 
rubbish bins. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop organic recycling. The uptake of this initiative is low in our area, so a waste of 
effort and cost. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways need to be targeted for areas that will be used, not a blanket requirement 
on all roads. Raised pedestrian crossings are a complete waste of money. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It's an under utilised resource. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Do not support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Do not support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Do not charge rubbish collect fee 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too slow to fulfill the promise 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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The cost of living is so high that people can hardly live.  I think you need to focus more 
on how people live,  rather than do the country any good 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The city has a really bad public transport. People are having to buy cars to commute, 
and the public tranaport costs should be much lower - I pay 8.25 a way to travel to the 
city from Hobsonville for work. That's madness. Look at Dubai - their public transport is 
amazing- and that attracts tourists as well 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport - more inner road busstops 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Speed bumps and the like. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Fix the potholes. Fix the congestion from Brigham roundabout to Huapai, 2 lanes all 
the way! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Do not support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No, our rates are already very high. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Scrap / scale back non-essential projects such as  
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-- cycle paths that nobody uses 

-- niche events that appeal only to a small subset of the Auckland population 

-- unnecessary upgrades that cost far more than they should (e.g., spending 
thousands of dollars redoing pedestrian crossings) 

-- Cultural initiatives: when money is tight and essential infrastructure requires 
investment, cultural initiatives must be deprioritised. 

-- stop penalising drivers by making it take longer and cost more to drive around the 
city. 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The only thing I am slightly concerned about is going overboard on making all public 
transport electric under the guise of reducing emissions (and any other related 
initiatives). The goal should be making public transport more efficient and if electrifying 
vehicles achieves this then great. Otherwise it isn't a priority, 

Empty electric buses and trains are not useful! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Anything to do with Cycle Lanes. They are, in my opinion, a complete waste of money. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 
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We have enough critical infrastructure issues to pay for that are far more important. I 
don't understand why we would pump money into a facility that, by your own 
admission, is the least utilised in Auckland. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I don't really understand the detail of how the operation of the port works currently but 
if Council has, in actuality, little control over the running of the port, would it not make 
sense to step out of it and lease the operation and reinvest the money elsewhere? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I would like to minimise rates increases as the cost of living in Auckland is already 
ridiculously high. However, I don't really understand the long-term impacts of not 
investing the lease payment into the Fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

I love the look of the ports but I feel that the land could be better used to benefit all 
Aucklanders. HOWEVER, I would be highly resistant to the land simply being used for 
$10M apartments or hotels. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

As above. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I don't understand what, "fair and equitable funding allocations for Upper Harbour" 
means? It sounds very vague to me. 

I am also unconvinced that investing in North Harbour Stadium will be money well 
spent given the infrastructure investment required and the ridiculously high cost of 
living. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Commercial partnerships. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Anyone who comes into the country to have driving lessons & full test, supported by AT  
this gives AT the money they require & make people on our rds safer. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

This 8s NS stadium,  use it to its full potential & make it pay for itself 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Build library or swimming pool in Hobsonville Point area.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I think there are parts of Auckland that get way more than others. The CBD has had its 
fair share of money spent compared to West Auckland in particular the North West of 
Auckland. I would like to see a leisure centre or pool complex considered for the north 
west auckland area for swim safety and community use. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less on the CBD infrastructure. I understand that the mayor only has a 3 year term but 
in a cost of living crisis it’s ok to buckle down and not cripple its constituants. We need 
time to ride out this crisis and not be forced into bankruptcy in order to fund a new 
stadium etc. That needs to be considered when we have more funds in our own 
pockets. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I understand the need for better traffic management through public transport but we 
need to think about the cost of these schemes. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More on fixing our existing roads and maintaining current infrastructure. This is not the 
financial climate to be expanding. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less on things for the North Shore!!! They seem to get a ********** of a lot more funds 
than West Auckland and it is not fair. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I think leasing the land with conditions for improvements and maintenance while 
retaining ownership is a good way to raise funds while offset some of the costs 
associated. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Because we don’t have enough money right now to be saving any. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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We don’t need more recreational areas in the CBD most Aucklander’s never even 
head into the city. Most of us live in the suburbs and would prefer you to put funds into 
those areas. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Without the full knowledge of what your intention is with this land it’s pointless 
considering it. This could have an impact on goods and services for Aucklanders and 
add another increased cost to shipping and transport. Not keen! 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 
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I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

I think that upper harbour is so focussed on Albany and the new development areas 
like Scott Point that they are blind to see other areas like whenuapai and west harbour 
which are aging and in need of new walkways and infrastructure. We desperately need 
a 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Pool area in Northwest 
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Footpaths to link areas in Whenuapai and Herald Island 

Coastal walkways around whenuapai  

Take ownership of the Herald Island wharf to ensure its future use by the community 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Only people who are in Albany should be given this targeted rate not us plebs west of 
the Greenhithe bridge who will never use it. Not keen on funding things I will never 
have use of. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Do more of careful spending. less wasteful spending on speed bumps 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less wasteful spending 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as some raised pedestrian 
crossings and cycleways. 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nope 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Speed bumps and wasteful spendjng 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Should be utilised as a north shore investment. Upgrade facilities in the outer oval and 
get test matches played there. 

Use the stadium 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Other 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Transport spending focused on micro-mobility (walking, cycling, scootering), busways 
and trains 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Transport spending on purely car focused areas 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I would prefer public transport spending prioritised higher (ie. not defer paying track 
maintenance costs) and would instead defer some road spending - they work 
sufficiently well currently. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Busways and other surface level, cheap transport improvements (such as transforming 
on road parking - currently provided by the council for free - into busways, priority 
lanes and so on to improve traffic flow) 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Road corridor projects, and spending on high cost 'gold plated' projects when 
reallocation of current assets is cheaper, quicker and still reasonable effective 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

At minimum it would be better served by improving public transport to the area - the 
busway passes by reasonably far away (walking) and it would be better for a 
community sport centre to be accessible for all walks of life easily, especially those 
younger or otherwise unable to drive. Carparking availability is excessive for all but the 
largest events and could be repurposed. The stadium is underutilised and should 
either allow/attract more usage, or consider rationalisation and events consolidated at 
another stadium (perhaps eden park, though it also has issues - perhaps they should 
all be repurposed and a central stadium without the use restrictions current stadiums 
have should be built, though costs would need to be carefully managed). 
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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: 

A diversified fund will spread risk and should provide more consistent returns. 
HOWEVER, clear rules need to be in place to avoid raiding the fund during an 
economic downturn to avoid rate rises, which would involve selling off assets when 
they are dropping in price/cheaper. It will be better to allow the fund to grow/reinvest 
the dividend, and only utilise some or all of the dividend in times of need (until or 
unless the fund grows to a size excessive of Auckland's funding requirements which 
seems unlikely) 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

So long as the underlying land is owned by Aucklanders (through the council) I am not 
overly concerned about who runs the operation, and a lease would provide a reliable, 
steady return rather than inconsistent return that has been offered previously. 

It is critical council continues to own the land and port (noting that a lease is not a 
permanent transfer of ownership) as infrastructure improvements funded by tax and 
ratepayers should be going back to council in terms of the capital gains/land value 
increases rather than private interests. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

I think returns for the fund should be reinvested in the fund but at the moment putting 
additional money in from other sources probably isn't the best use of council 
resources. This could be reconsidered as economic conditions change. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Partial self insurance seems superior, though in event of a large withdrawal gradual 
recapitalization would be preferred to cover future disasters, especially in the light of 
last year's flooding and the likelihood of future events with the impacts of climate 
change 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

The majority of goods coming in through Auckland are for Auckland (it is our largest 
city). While we can, it is best to have goods come in closer to their final destination 
rather than add additional freight costs. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

The majority of goods coming in through Auckland are for Auckland (it is our largest 
city). While we can, it is best to have goods come in closer to their final destination 
rather than add additional freight costs. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

None 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I approve 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

You need to remember the forgotten places! Particularly northwest Auckland has had 
exponential growth but no infrastructure is keeping up with it. This is across the board, 
schools over populated, traffic worse than ever, crime on the up. Great people live out 
here and they deserve nice play grounds, easy access to work and quality services. 
We might just very well have the next PM in our over populated classrooms. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

I know it is the squeaky wheel that gets the oil. But think of those forgotten neighbours 
without the squeaky wheels. They deserve upgrades and maintenance too. Recently 
walking out the back of Henderson I was horrified at the state of even footpaths. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think for our city to be first class Public Transport has to be accessible and reliable. At 
present there are private providers stop gap filling to make up for where the Public 
Service should be the logical choice. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The grounds need to be better used for the community. I have used them many times 
over the years. Mostly for football and attending events. I think that area is suited to 
football needs. It would be great to continue to host community and sporting events 
there and see it a great utilised resource. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and 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: 

We need our money to work for us. Revenue for tax should be spent on the people 
who paid it. It should be used to provide goods and services to meet the communities 
needs. I know some of these are longer term investments but please keep the 
community at the core of everything you do. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I think as an NZ born and university educated person this was easy to understand. My 
concern is what is the council doing to further engage the wider range of Auckland who 
have migrated here, whose 1st language might not be English? Did you think of having 
this translated? Probably particularly into Chinese where we have over 30% (probably 
far more now)  of our city with Chinese heritage. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

I think overall it looks good. A very difficult location to have because of the stigma 
caused be west on one side of the bridge and north shore on the other. 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

How about reducing the salaries of highest paid employees? I'm talking top level 
management, not the people who are actually out doing the work decided on by top 
level management. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You've got options there that are lower cost without too much less service. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Council salaries. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It's currently somewhat a waste of space and clearly the operational management 
needs to work on making it useful. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't you receive dividends from the AIAL shares? Why cut off a source of income? 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Who controls what happens when the ports are under lease? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Funding council services can include putting some funds towards a proposed Auckland 
Future Fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Previously planned cycleways should go ahead as planned. This is vital for our 
transport and environment goals 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It is currently a waste of space. It needs to be enhanced to better support the 
community 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

This makes sense to ensure we are properly funded in the future 

 

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: 

Better funding for the council going forward while allowing better indeed companies to 
develop the port as needed 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Th city and its people are disconnected from our beautiful harbour. This needs to be 
returned to enhance our city for residents and visitors 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

Th city and its people are disconnected from our beautiful harbour. This needs to be 
returned to enhance our city for residents and visitors 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Very Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

1436



#3410 
 
 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

1. Spend our money effectively and efficiently, waste less money. 
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2. Reduce number of Council employees, fire those employees who are not suitable 
for their job, increase individual working capacity. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

1. stop wasteful spending on roads. All plans must be carefully made, avoid repeating 
works and none-necessary works.  

2. All council works should be publicly tendered, and transparent to the public. Project 
costs should be at market level. 

3. People should be accountable for projects over its budget or longer than its planned 
time. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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it is not convincing that right now Auckland Council is capable to manager it properly. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

1440



#3412 
 
6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Waitematā 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1448



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1.Do more program or action plan to effectively encourage people who are on benefit 
but fit for work to get a job. 

2.more due diligence and governance to be done before spending loads of money on 
meaningless plan or poorly planned project. E.g. organic bin & NZ rail. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

1. Less benefit to people who are lazy and don’t want to work. 

2. Stop doing any spending on things the council is not capable of or no need to do, 
e.g NZ Rail, Auckland traffic won’t be improved anyway why waste money and effort.  

3. Less council employee who are not delivering or working efficient. You should think 
council like a business/organization, you aim should be spend smart and deliver you 
promises to benefit all residents, stop spending our contribution and not deliver or 
deliver on meaningless projects with no benefit. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Only support to cut the RFT to ease everyone’s living expenses. But not the rest. 
Auckland council is not capable to deliver effective and efficiently on projects, over 
years we have seen plans been executed poorly with lack of experience and 
overconfidence. e. g transportation has became worse with the long dragging plan 
proposed and unnecessary spending. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Fast tracking your project speed. 

Open bid on project internationally and outsource to experienced and efficient project 
team to deliver rather than messing up. E.g. get Chinese project team to deliver any 
infrastructure project which save money or time, with world class quality. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less council rate  

Less petrol 

Less water rate 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

This is the more economy way, cost effective. Please think like normal residence in 
Auckland under this environment, don’t keep having ideas of planning doing some 
many meaningless things with more spending. Find a viable way to cut cost rather 
than adding more expense burden onto every residency’s shoulder. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

More cost effective 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 
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So council can be running more effectively support g by some investment fund as 
recurring income rather than keep increase rate cost to every household. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Don’t spend if you have spend less and spend carefully with integrity. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

More effective and cost efficient 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Same reason as above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I am not prepared to pay any more,  there is to much wasteful spending in Auckland 
Council 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Stop hiring more people, restructure and take costs out.  Stop wasting our money 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

AT have been out of control wasting ratepayers monet on nonsense projects.  Get 
back to basics. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Places for cars to park 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle ways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Makenit a better asset for less cost overall 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Maoes good financial sense 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

We need to be smarter with our assets and reduce the burden on our rates bill 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Ratepayers cabt afford to keep payibg more year on year 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Lewve it as it, port if needed 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

Leave as is 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Not Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

All sound community initiatives 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

They seem sound 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 
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None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't support congestion charges. Would only impact low to medium wage worker that 
don't have a choice to when they need to travel to work. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It is underutilized at the moment. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Introduce a small yearly membership fee per household for Auckland Library use. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development  

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Increase public transport offerings. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Executing projects that add no value such as changing names of public services and 
entities to include Maori names. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways from North Shore to Auckland City are not needed. A train or tram system 
from North Shore to Auckland Central (up to Newmarket or Greenlane) is needed. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Trains and trams. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways, raised pedestrian crossing 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Other 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Not Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No I believe all that I need I already pay for and the Council should deliver 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Major Brown promised cost cutting int eh Council to limit rate increases to 3.5%. I 
voted for him based on these promises. I expect of him to keep his promises. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Wasting money on cycle lanes, renaming road signs, wastage on reduction of speeds 
in totally inappropriate places, the totally stupid idea that a rapid rail link would be 
worthwhile - how can anybody think it will alleviate the congestion on the S1 
north/south. What a total waste of money and now you want me to fund it through 
rates although I will NEVER use it? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Potholes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

See above 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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The Council should not be owner of the airport nor the port. 

Please do not waste money on climate change items - there are many much more 
serious issues to invest in. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

My concern is the management of the future fund - I do not trust the Council members 
to look after my best interests. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Please explain to me why you want to invest in climate change projects but then are 
considering bringing in goods with more trucks into Auckland. Does that make any 
sense to you? 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
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Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Do not build library - who still uses a library? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

My opinion: 

1. Do not agree to the tax increase. The purpose of urban operation and development 
is to improve the living standards and quality of life of citizens. At present, the tax 
burden of the public is already very heavy, coupled with the continued economic 
downturn, inflation, and the general living pressure of the public, many families are 
also difficult to maintain the original standard of living. Under such circumstances, it is 
obviously inappropriate to increase the tax burden on citizens to develop cities. 

2. There should be a plan to improve the soft power of the city. First of all, the 
parliament should streamline its institutions, eliminate the number of bad workers, 
reduce the outsourcing of work, save money, improve the enthusiasm and work 
efficiency of civil servants, govern the city according to law, and eliminate corruption in 
the abuse of power for personal gain, and so on. It is wise to have a plan to improve 
the city's soft power first. 

3. Be a good team. An excellent city council should be based on existing resources, 
make careful calculations, make good use of every penny of taxpayers' money, and 
fully operate the city in accordance with the law. Ensure that citizens have a better 
living Only when the happiness index of the citizens rises, can the charm of the city be 
truly displayed, and the development of the city is just around the corner.

1486



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Have no more high denisty and stop building more high rise apartments as it's getting 
too populated and not enough parking and not much green spaces. Have more land 
and have more single level houses. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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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? 

Upper Harbour,Waitematā 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

Waitematā Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitematā in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

Not Important 
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Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 
remediation and seismic strengthening, and 
progress physical works. 

 

Not Important 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

Fairly Important 

Deliver services and programmes that 
support youth activation, leadership, and 
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket. 

 

Not Important 

Develop programmes that improve 
perceptions of safety within the City Centre, 
and our town-centres. 

 

Fairly Important 

Support local communities to develop 
Emergency Planning & Readiness 
Response Plans. 

 

Fairly Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 
celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitematā proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Supporting business startups here in Auckland with funding. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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None. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland will grow rapidly over the next few decades, and a visionary mass public 
transport plan will need to be put in place so that transport isn't detrimental to 
Aucklanders. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Automated metro trains. The first line should go from Britomart to Auckland Airport 
through as many South Auckland stations as can be planned out. 

I've taken the automated metro system in Singapore living there as a kid, and it's an 
obvious first priority for building mass public transport in Auckland. The trains are fast 
and efficient at moving many people during peak hours. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

None. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

I live next to the Albany stadium and will want to see it revitalised into a public space 
with shops and cafes where people can shop and eat/drink in. 

The reason for this is because I think Albany will become a major town centre in the 
future with dense urban development. 
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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: 

It's vital to maximise the amount invested in the Auckland Future Fund for funding 
additional automated metro lines throughout Auckland. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

As mentioned earlier, to pay for additional metro mass transport train lines. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Same as response to previous question. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

The Port of Auckland should be redeveloped into a public destination for shopping and 
dining to extend the existing Commercial Bay shopping precinct. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

As mentioned previously, it needs to be developed into a consumer shopping/dining 
precinct. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

As mentioned in previous response. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

Support 

1497



#3601 
 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

The NETR funding has to be targeted towards initiatives that practically helps ease the 
effects of climate change in the next few decades. 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 
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Tell us why 

As mentioned earlier, I think the population of Upper Harbour, especially in the Albany 
area will be increased substantially in the future, and all of these intiatives will have to 
be fully funded to meet the growth needs in that region. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

The funding of the new larger library is especially important to meet the fast growing 
population of Albany. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Use the selling of Auckland Airport shares to pay for the funding shortfall. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I believe that the future of Auckland will become very bright and vibrant over the next 
few decades. It will be a fun ride! :D
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I think what money Auckland council has had has not delivered due to money being 
spent stupidly.  There should be accountability economically.  Yes do your best to 
provide fresh water and seal up water leaks!!! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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People do not have unlimited funds so reducing cost of food in supermarkets, how 
much money would that take for you to sort out!!! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

But I would like to see affordability where possible for public transport users eg 
students 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Maintenance.  Upgrades. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Thank you for the scrapping of raised fuel prices 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Improve whilst not needing to spend more!!!  Think of reducing price increases to the 
public please. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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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BECAUSE IT WILL STILL BE FOR AUCKLAND IF IM READING CORRECTLY.  SO 
LEGALLY TIE IT UP PLEASE 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Gut instinct to not loose power. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Airport can fund Auckland future fund 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

YOU TOLD US LESS PROFITS FOR COUNCIL.  USE IT WISELY COUNCIL. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

USE WISELY 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Do not support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

I don't agree with spending out on a new library 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Have all household watstecollections done by independent contractors using a user 
pays system  - garbage,, recycling and whatever is supposed to go in those small gree 
n bins that blow  all over the road.. do not include the collection cost of household 
garbage in the rates. The independent contractors give choice because it isn’t a one 
type suits all. Bags, small bin, big, bin, garden waste. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop employing so many jobswoth and seat warmers.  Mow parks less often. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium is a valuable asset to young sportspeople through to seniors. It was 
lauded by the council when it was built. If it had stayed with the Trust management it 
wouldn’t be in the dire position it is today. The north shore has very few. Amenities for 
the rates paid compared to Auckland . It needs to go back to the previous ownership 
and management style. Look at the what happened in Takapuna. On land donated by 
the Business Association for the benefit of shoppers and Takapuna sold off by the 
greedy council for ********** apartments and a tiny windswept area. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Sell it. You are doing that with everything on the shore, so sell off the waterfront and 
see how Auxklanders like it. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Sell it. You cant organise a booze up in a brewery. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

The board members are untrustworthy. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

The maintenance and expansion of green spaces including parks and sports fields. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Major transport infrastructure should be paid for by the central government because 
this benefits all NZers not just Aucklanders. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland needs to invest in more sustainable transport - more dedicated bus lanes, 
more train routes, and more cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

roads 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems a complete waste to pull the thing down. All my kids play football on the outer 
pitches. These are widely used. What are the reasons for stadium's failure? Is it the 
********** transport system to the North Shore? Or is that the pitches are not 
maintained so big teams can't play there? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

The funds seem safer with Auckland Airport than in a fund that will just be raided and 
eventually depleted. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Seems like they are on track with increased cruise ships using the port 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Because this Auckland Future Fund is not clear 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't know enough about the profitability of these wharves 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't know enough about the profitability of this terminal 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Never heard of the Ethnic People's Plan and when I googled it, I couldn't find any 
information which probably means the Board needs to prioritise that Engagement 
Strategy... 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

good 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
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We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 

Do not support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

I hope that unnecessary road construction will stop. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Other 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Do not support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Rodney,Upper Harbour 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Not Important 

Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 
Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

Fairly Important 

Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 

Not Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Not Important 

Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Fairly Important 
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Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

Fairly Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

Not Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 

Omaha 
 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

1541



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Stop sewerage spilling onto our beaches 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Festivals (eg Lantern) let the community organisations fund themselves. 

Gardens - when planting out new areas/replanting council need to halve the amount of 
plants put in. Save on plants and labour costs. Council listen to landscapers who make 
you fill every space. Areas quickly become overgrown/crammed full. Example Albany 
Highway. Been through it myself personally with a landscaper and ridiculous as day 1 
they want it to look like full garden. Take the approach for it to look like a full garden in 
2-3 years. Its saved me heaps of money! 

Look at the number of community halls and reduce numbers/provide bare minimum. 
Buildings are everywhere. Co share buildings. 

Explain to the public why council built big new buildings in Albany … waste of 
ratepayer funds. What was wrong with the Takapuna building??? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop the raised level pedestrian crossings. Waste of money and has damaged traffic 
flow. Oteha Valley Rd example. Green light but all of a sudden because of the raised 
crossing people have to slam on breaks to slow down to 25.   Why is this even 
required when lights controlled crossings?  Oh and then you have the one in the news 
that cost several hundred thousand to install and is now several hundred thousand to 
remove. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better transport services for the feeder buses so we can actually have reliable 
transport. So much invested into north shore busway and so many buses available 
Nx1 and nx2 when you get there but the problem is getting there as the community 
buses are unreliable and don’t show at peak times. People have turned back to cars.  

Building 3-4 storey buildings at the north shore busways Silverdale, Albany and 
Constellation to get more people off main transport routes. Rather than free parking 
charge $5 per day flat fee to cover building costs. Don’’t overcharge for parking like it 
seems council has done in the north shore forcing people out of overpriced carpark 
buildings back onto the streets.  You would have been getting more revenue at 

1543



#3719 
 

cheaper parking rather than excess prices that now leave them as ghost carpark. 
Roma Puia Carpark. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised pedestrian crossings. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

NH Stadium was once thriving until mismanagement. 

Stop proposing new stadiums around the city as we all know building those won’t stay 
to budget. Invest the money into Eden Park, North Harbour Stadium and Mt Eden. You 
do an excellent job of public transport for events (some hiccups now and then but 
mostly great) and that is a must and means you can get anywhere. Stadium doesn’t 
have to be central Auckland city. The new stadium proposal looked great and would 
create a statement but Auckland can’t afford it. Focus on services that are needed 
such as stormwater and sewerage. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Feels like control of assets disappears then the assets dissipate. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

It may be well and good setting this up now but so easy for someone to come and 
override later 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Rodney,Upper Harbour 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 
Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Fairly Important 

Support communities to develop local 
community emergency leadership groups 
and emergency action planning in response 
to the findings of the Emergency Response 

Very Important 
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Assessment study being undertaken in 
2023/2024. 

Provide additional activities and 
programmes for children and young people 
maximising the use of our libraries, halls 
and open spaces, where possible. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support community groups and 
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 
and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Very Important 

Support the community to minimise waste, 
turn it into resources, and promote 
education on waste reduction. 

Very Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 
Reserve. 

I don't know 

Develop pathway connections in Green 
Road Park. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 

Omaha 
 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
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new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

I don’t support building the new facility and I live in Albany! 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Haven't used public transportation in over 10 years 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I wish we had more bridges like the Harbor Bridge 

 I wish there were more traffic lights. For the safety of the elderly and children. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

More use in the community 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

I don’t like the local tax increase rate. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Moving costs are too high 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

. Council doesn’t add much value anyway there is no point increasing rates. I would 
rather the council do less and keep my rates down 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Henderson-Massey 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Our People – create opportunities that 
support connectedness, diversity and 
inclusion in our community. 

Not Important 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 
increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
health and provide for resilient and low 
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey. 

Not Important 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
services and spaces meet the needs of our 
diverse communities. 

Not Important 

Our Places – support initiatives that 
improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

Not Important 

Our Economy – continue to support the 
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 
Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Improving the public transport system - more bus routes, decentralising the North 
Shore buses (so they can go from the suburbs to the city directly without stopping at 
the stations) 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Bonuses to upper management in Auckland Council. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Especially agree with stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as some 
raised pedestrian crossings and making oublic transpirt more reliable 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More bus routes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roading - we have put enough money into new roading structures 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Not being used to its capacity right now 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Gas prices too high 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Non 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Gas 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

All good now 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Non 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

All good now 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

Doesn't concern me 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Non 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Doesn’t concern 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep it 

 

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? 

Non 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. We are already paying too much 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Anything that reduces rates 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Rates 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 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? 

Do not increase any rates.  

Banks are already killing property owners
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Reduce wastage within AT and spend more on projects which deliver a measurable 
outcome. No more speed bumps, cycleway barriers and personal crusades! Spend our 
money on reducing congestion! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Spend More on major events which bring International visitors and raise revenue, 
spend less on local cultural events that are a net drain to the region. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cyleway barriers! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

Terminate the lease to POA and redevelop the waterfront, sell off surplus land. Work 
with Marsden point to make northland our main port and invest in rail to move freight to 
distribution hubs (privately funded) in Auckland. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Council funding of residential waste is frivolous and incentives wastage by residents as 
there is no penalty for volume. Suggest this is turned into a revenue stream fro council 
whereby Auckland Council sell 5 year licences for waste collection services in each 
ward. the concept is private business's would pay an annual fee for exclusive rights to 
conduct residential collections in that ward. This would both save millions of dollars in 
Open and generate further millions in revenue as well as diversifying revenue streams. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

none 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

None 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Remove all the middle management, 90% of the roles wouldn’t exist in professional 
private commercial business 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You completely waste money on cycle ways and speed reduction, total was of rate 
payer funds, cycle ways aren’t used nor are the waste of time buses 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle ways are a complete waste of time and money, the prices you get charged by 
your contractors is criminal 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Get rid of it, sell it off, it serves no purpose and has been a white elephant since it was 
built 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We don’t want rate increases, the cost of funding this asset is greater than the return 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

It’s an under performing asset and should be managed better and delivering 
sustainable growth and prosperity. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Most council services are poor and putting more money into the various budgets will 
just create more opportunity for wasteful spending and we will arrive back at where we 
are now again in the future 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to make our waterfront a people friendly area, all commercial port operations 
should be moved away 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Same as comments above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

All of these questions/activities are all woke, do some real stuff. Build roads, make the 
region better for business and retail, watch the local economy grow = more rates = 
more income for council. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
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land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Don’t do it, these types of facilities are no longer required, these are yesteryear 
projects - use technology 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It’s a great asset for the Shore but needs to be utilised more to make it worthwhile. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

I don't know 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Waste our money less. And stop your cultural war on people. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Cultural dogmatism. Just because you have a diversity tick doesn't mean your 
incompetent so called leaders can waste our money and cover it up with PR. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too many lights instead of roundabouts and not smart traffic management is slowing 
down Auckland. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cultural dogmatism and splitting people into ethnic demographics. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't trust the decision makers anymore. Every decision leads to more cost and has 
hidden agendas. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

I don't know 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

I don't know 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Not Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Stop wasting money 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Provide better transport system that gets people to hubs. Make it easy and cheap so 
the system is use. this would save money on roads and maintenance.. 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Ensure that staff are proficient at their jobs and  are customer service and results  
orientated. Weed out the dead wood. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need good transport system especially  with lack of parking . Definitely stop  
installing raised pedestrian crossings. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better bus service. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

North Shore residents identified a need for a stadium .when the population 25 years 
ago was much smaller.  Auckland Super City has   allowed the asset to fall into 
disrepair. If we lose this we will never get another one .   The city has responsibility  to  
maintain and manage it for the future of the whole city. 

 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

Don't sell any  assets. Look at setting up Auckland Future Fund without sell shares  
etc. Set up  some sort of insurance type of investment. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

If an investor can make  profits  then why cant  the City?. it all comes down to 
management and vision 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I think it should be used for both. Once again it needs to be well managed and not 
wasted. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't know enough about the effects but we need to sort out the transporting of goods 
through the city . I also do not want to see a stadium on the waterfront . 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I would need to understand how this effects the  workings of the port . So I don't know. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

A lot lot of money has been spent in West Harbour to the detriment of  the 
maintenance of existing  assets. in the Albany area. The parks reserves and stadium 
have not been looked after. 

The Upper Harbour Ethnic Peoples Plan  I would support if we had th 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
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We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

I fully support the building of a library  but as  I do not know what land is in 
consideration  I can not comment . 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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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: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

more funding for council funded childcare, CAB, public transport. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

1629



#3952 
 

None - I rather pay more 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways should be given more priority and I'm willing to pay a lot more for this - 
council rates have been kept artificially low pushing the can further down the road 
when it comes to investment in our infrastructure - though the central government 
should be contributing more for this with Auckland being the center of economic 
activity for NZ. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Separated cycleways and more bus trips. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

To ensure a thriving community where people want to live. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Reduce creminal, close big investment and save money for New Zealanders 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

everything 

1636



#3960 
 
 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

spent too much but still crowd, please save people's money 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

none 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

home load rate 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

sorting out the effluent that spills to our beaches 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

endless consultants and time wasting with simple roading issues 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

i dont use public transport- there is a bus service we were promised- route 88 and it 
has been pushed out yet again. i want to be able to use transport 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

the public fought and fundraised for our stadium.  There is no reason we couldnt have 
more events on here- it used to be lively. Bad management and no public support for 
useless events 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

future proof the city 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

35 years is too long, we could utilise this land for dynamic rebuilding of the city centre 
and re locate the port 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland city needs more vibarancy in the port area 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Road and transportation, Road and transportation, Road and transportation 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

cut all necessary spending 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You as Auckland city council will not deliver anyway, do not trust 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

the fund could be spent elsewhere to better serve the Northern Harbour community 
makes more sense 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

simply do not make sense business wise, selling high potential shareholding is crazy 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Not looking for short term gain 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

n/a 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

no 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Provide public benefit is always the better option 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

Provide public benefit is always the better option 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 

Fairly Important 
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sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Not priority at all 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No, I don't want Auckland Council to do more if I have to be prepared to pay more for. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Reduce wasteful spending. Reduce number of Council staff. Renegotiate and/or 
reduce jobs with external contractors. Delivery in the promise that getting all four 
former independent council into one single Auckland council will help improve 
efficiencies and get better deals for all Auckland people. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't support any proposal that increase rates above CPI. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nothing. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Wasteful spending like the pedestrian crossing and very high salary for Auckland 
Transport upper management. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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I don't believe in selling Auckland assets to pay for Council services. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

1660



#4065 
 
4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour,Waitematā 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

Waitematā Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitematā in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

Fairly Important 
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Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 
remediation and seismic strengthening, and 
progress physical works. 

 

Fairly Important 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

Not Important 

Deliver services and programmes that 
support youth activation, leadership, and 
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket. 

 

Fairly Important 

Develop programmes that improve 
perceptions of safety within the City Centre, 
and our town-centres. 

 

Very Important 

Support local communities to develop 
Emergency Planning & Readiness 
Response Plans. 

 

Fairly Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 
celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

Safety is the biggest issue for the central city. This must be improved, it doesn't matter 
how many nice facilities there are if no one feels safe to go there. It's very important for 
tourism as well. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitematā proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Pest plant management- totally eradication of moth plants before they destroy our 
whole ecosystem!! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less funding into library services- our whare pukapuka are already fantastic and well 
resourced. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

North Shore already has so many council facilities and spaces 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

1676



#4118 
 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

Whenuapai is growing at an exponential rate and we need more green space please!! 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Don't go ahead with new library facility in Albany- just make do while we address more 
important environmental goals 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

1678



#4140 
 
2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

I am writing to express my concerns and recommendations regarding the Long Term 
Plan (LTP) of Auckland Council, specifically focusing on the environmental protection 
aspects. As a dedicated advocate for sustainable practices and environmental 
conservation, I believe that the decisions made in the LTP will significantly impact the 
future well-being of our community and the natural ecosystems that support it. 

1. Climate Action and Resilience: The foremost consideration in the LTP should be an 
unwavering commitment to climate action and resilience. Auckland, like many other 
cities globally, is experiencing the effects of climate change, including rising sea levels 
and extreme weather events. The LTP should allocate resources for comprehensive 
climate adaptation strategies, emphasizing infrastructure resilience and community 
preparedness. 

2. Biodiversity Conservation: Auckland boasts unique biodiversity, including precious 
native flora and fauna. It is imperative that the LTP prioritizes measures to protect and 
restore these ecosystems. Funding for pest control, habitat restoration, and the 
expansion of green spaces should be integral components of the plan. Additionally, 
initiatives promoting community involvement in biodiversity conservation can foster a 
sense of shared responsibility. 

3. Sustainable Transportation: The LTP should focus on promoting sustainable 
transportation options to reduce carbon emissions and alleviate traffic congestion. 
Investment in public transportation, cycling infrastructure, and pedestrian-friendly urban 
planning can contribute to a cleaner environment, improved air quality, and enhanced 
overall well-being. 

4. Waste Management and Circular Economy: Efforts to reduce waste generation and 
increase recycling rates should be central to the LTP. Implementing programs that 
educate and incentivize residents and businesses to adopt sustainable waste practices 
can contribute to the transition towards a circular economy. Additionally, exploring 
innovative waste-to-energy solutions can address both waste management and energy 
needs. 

5. Water Conservation and Quality: Auckland's water resources are invaluable, and 
their preservation is critical. The LTP should prioritize initiatives that promote water 
conservation, efficient usage, and the protection of water quality. Investment in 
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stormwater management systems, green infrastructure, and the protection of water 
catchment areas are essential components of a comprehensive approach. 

6. Green Building Practices: Encouraging and incentivizing green building practices is 
key to creating environmentally friendly urban environments. The LTP should include 
provisions for sustainable building codes, green certification programs, and incentives 
for developers and homeowners to adopt energy-efficient and environmentally friendly 
construction methods. 

In conclusion, I urge Auckland Council to view the Long Term Plan as an opportunity to 
set a precedent for responsible governance and environmental stewardship. By 
prioritizing climate action, biodiversity conservation, sustainable transportation, waste 
management, water conservation, and green building practices, Auckland can emerge as 
a leader in sustainable urban development. 

I appreciate the council's dedication to the well-being of our city, and I trust that my 
suggestions will be taken into consideration during the planning process. Together, we 
can build a resilient and environmentally conscious Auckland for current and future 
generations. 

Thank you for your attention to this crucial matter. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

11 March 2024 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Ferry services. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less back office, less rebranding of services and less re-sealing of perfectly 
acceptable side roads and cul-de-sacs. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Complete lack of trust in the ability to deliver. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Delivery managers! 

Holding failed projects to account. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Highest and best use of the land is clearly not a stadium.  It could easily be 
redeveloped to apartments. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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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There are much better uses of capital than 'investing' in a failing business model that is 
AIAL. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Linking rates increase to POAL is disingenuous at best and dishonest at worst.  Rates 
are linked to so many other services.  To imply there is a binary trade off is a 
misrepresentation of the facts.  One expects this sort of bias and misrepresentation 
from TVNZ but could the council try to be a little bit more transparent? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

The council needs revenue streams that are not solely linked to rates. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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They perform a critical function to the economy.  Pretending it is 'cars and ford rangers' 
coming off the boats is again, a misrepresentation of the facts. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

It is a functioning part of the city landscape.  There is no reasonable alternative 
nationwide.  Arguably it should be a state asset rather than council - although the 
management as a state asset would probably be dire. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

More active monitoring of dog waste left on beaches and dogs on beaches during 
prohibited periods would be good.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Spend more money on educational facilities like Libraries. building better infrastructure 
efficiently without wasteful spend on money on consultants. Focus more on 
productivity and reduce the overhead in processing and make the council more lean 
and fit for purpose 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

I don't want council to spend too much money on carbon neutral like buying electric 
ferries, we should make the whole of public transport either a private entity or shared 
partnership (public private partnership) and looks for efficiencies 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We are spending way too much time on small projects which is costing lot of tax 
payers money. We should look at finishing the projects on time and dont spend more 
money. Public transport should be privatized and look for better way to run it efficiently 
with the help of technology. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Invest in park and ride facilities to encourage people to use public transport, dont 
simply add more buses as the stats has proven that lot of buses run with almost no 
passengers during non peak times. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No need to spend millions of hard earned tax payers money on electrification of ferries. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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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? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Without any viable alternative we cannot restrict the operations of port without 
impacting our core imports/exports which would add significant cost to general 
populating. I would say we can think about changes after we have an alternative port 
for Auckla 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Without any viable alternative we cannot restrict the operations of port without 
impacting our core imports/exports which would add significant cost to general 
populating. I would say we can think about changes after we have an alternative port 
for Auckland 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
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following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Build parking buildings at Park'n'ride stations to increase bus/Train usage. Sort out 
Auckland Transports lack of reliability.  

Offer public mooring bouys at Triphena  and other Gt Barrier locations to enable 
commercial and recreational life to continue at the Barrier despite the weed problems. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less social organizing, leave it to commercial or voluntary organizations to provide on 
a user pay basis! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Personal travel is a freedom, a liberty that makes NZ unique and is part of the fabric of 
our lives. It must be maintained... 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Parking Buildings at Bus/Train hubs 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Minimize Transport demand. Decentralism Auckland city. Build hubs like education or 
high-tech industry outside of central city with related housing encompassing it. 
Minimize the need to move people between locations. I e Massey/Kumeu or north of 
Albany on SH 1. Make it happen with Zoning.. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It's a growing city. This city needs this venue. Invest further ie cover it then make it the 
concert venue for Auckland along with the current sports options. Borrow against 
future earnings. Once land is lost to commercial interests and housing you get 
hemmed in like Eden Park or like a foreshore stadium in the central city would be! 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't sell! The fund would become a political toy to play with and may not return more 
that the Airport shares do.. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

If there is a profit to be made it should be greater than a lease return, therefore the city 
should retain ownership and max profits itself. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland Future Fund seems like a political slush fund that would or could be used to 
satisfy the whims of a few. Like a waterfront Stadium. Stick to the basic mandate of 
essential council services and rates levels that do not force people out of their family 
homes. Stop trying to be too clever. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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Self-insurance is too risky in NZ with weather, earthquake and tsunami risk's. 

Future fund sounds like a costly organization with jobs for the boys. Another Board, 
more Māori consultation and representation and not much action. Just reduce our 
rates and let us spend our own money and the economic cycle will turn quiet well on 
its own! 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

They seem to be underutilized at this moment! 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Get rid of the car terminal. Utilize Whangarei and the rail system. Win Win! 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Users pay works for me. I'm sick of paying for other people's concerts, movies in the 
park and subsidizing public transport. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

Libraries are like TV news and Kodac film, they are yesterday's medium. Tidy up what 
we have but limit new investment. 

Green spaces are important, but subsidies and support volunteers don't become the 
sole source and funding provider of this activity! 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

No mention of suburban roading and parking ie Rame Rd in Greenhithe. Parking 
where housing development does not allow adequately on properties. 

 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

What is the future (10Y) of libraries? Even Council offices, Banks, Insurance Brokers 
offices, Invest Companies Offices are obsolete as we go digital from home. 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Local Boards and Councils are too big! Support staff too many and too costly. 
Auckland Transport is an ineffective dinosaur. Too many people employed to say 'No' 
we cannot do that as we do not have the funds. Cut your cloth to suit!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stick to the core responsibilities. 

Cut out all nice to have,like cycle lanes and speed humps. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

This is not something I would ever use 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Anything to reduce rates 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Central Auckland is fine & not a space I spend time I think it’s had enough 
development and money 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Other 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

1718



#4283 
 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Development of transport on the harbour. More frequent ferry services to Hobsonville, 
Northcote Birkenhead and other destinations so people can still ferry home if work late 
or socialise after work. The Sydney harbour is always busy. Less cars on the 
motorway. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The sale of the shares will pay off debt therefore reduce interest payments. We would 
have more to put towards development of our transport and infrastructure 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

More cash available and reduced rates rise 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Where would the Wharves move to? 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Waitakere rural sewerage targeted rate. 

Those of us  with individual septic tanks already pay to manage our own systems 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

North West Auckland desperately needs a public swimming pool in the Whenuapai, 
Hobsonville area

1724



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Reduce traffic, less roadworks (more efficient maintenance/repairs), new motorway on-
ramps 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Ethnic initiatives 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

1730



#4298 
 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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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: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

The main services I am concerned to keep are funding for libraries and for venues 
where community orchestras etc. can give free concerts to the public (e.g. ASO giving 
free concerts in the Town Hall).  This may be already safe within the proposal but I 
cannot tell. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Although I live nearby and like the stadium I accept it is not well-used. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the 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: 

Best to diversify risks and investments 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't understand the point of it. If people want to go to the water's edge there are 
plenty of locations. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

I don't know 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

I don't know 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Raised pedestrian crossings are important for safety especially for kids and elderly. 
Cycleways are not really important to be honest, only few people use them. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Whichever will cost less is better 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

1741



#4314 
 
 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

1743



#4314 
 
6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

how about paying less and cutting the cream off council salaries and unnecessary 
sending? People are struggling and the council increases rates yearly!! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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unnecessary spending in council itself - not things they should be doing but in the 
every day running of council and its buildings 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

there are so much waiting going on clean it up!! 

Why is public transport in Wellington so much cheaper??? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

road cones and temporary fencing 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

let someone else run it and make it work 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

it is needed 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Look after the people of your city and stop spending money that you do not have 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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is this needed? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

NA 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Various welfare subsidies, such as rent and unemployment benefits 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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putting most of the resources into the city centre where most of the residents do not 
have access to easily 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

more and cheaper public transport reduces our reliance on roads 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

public transport efficiency 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

raised pedestrian crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

valuable asset to the north shore. make it easier to use the stadium so that it pays for 
itself 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to fund our services not generate more income 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Waitematā 

 

Waitematā Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitematā in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 
More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

Not Important 

Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 
remediation and seismic strengthening, and 
progress physical works. 

 

Fairly Important 
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Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

Not Important 

Deliver services and programmes that 
support youth activation, leadership, and 
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket. 

 

Not Important 

Develop programmes that improve 
perceptions of safety within the City Centre, 
and our town-centres. 

 

Fairly Important 

Support local communities to develop 
Emergency Planning & Readiness 
Response Plans. 

 

Fairly Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 
celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Waitematā proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport should be affordable 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Not currently given the very tight funds Aucklanders have to try and keep a family alive 
on. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Far less expenditure on contractors, and much tighter cost analysis when using these 
contractors 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

contractors used by AC and its organisations 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

na 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

na 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

na 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

na 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

na 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

na 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

na 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

na 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I fail to intrust that increasing public transport is the answer. In a city like this, having a 
private vehicle is vital, that will never change. Already in East Auckland, I think the 
underway redevelopment for public transport is a wrong move. Its been quite 
destructive and I cannot see how it will effectively replace private road users to the 
level that would make it justifiable. I have family in Pakuranga, Ive spoken to others in 
the area, general consensus is negative, very negative. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

If public transport was to be invested in, re-examine an alternative harbour crossing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Public transport systems. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It only provides a facility to a very select part of the community. The remainder of the 
time, it literally just sits there 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sounds like sensible distribution of funds/objectives 
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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: 

release cash flow 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Im sure the council can redistribute as much amongst itself before calling on rate 
payers to fork out 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

try something new 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I really cant say definitively 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Funding vital roading infrastructure for urban development such as the Northside drive 
to Trig road extension to ease traffic problems and provide centralised resilience to the 
area 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Beautification and cultural aspects which are not part of a core delivery of services 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Funding vital roading infrastructure for urban development such as the Northside drive 
to Trig road extension to ease traffic problems and provide centralised resilience to the 
area 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways and speed bumps 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

I don't know 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Removal of public rubbish bins is concerning a lot of residents. 

Speed calming bumps have proven ineffective, make a lot of noise and are slowing 
emergency response vehicles
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less funding of council funding towards things like oublic pools and the museum and 
increase user costs so that these are self funded. 
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Less funding towards community events that people who want to attend could pay 
something towards such as dwali, movies and music in the park etc - people love them 
and would probably be happy to pay something affordable towards these that would 
also decrease the numbers attending and make them more pleasant for those really 
keen. 

Less funding of private contractor services that cost more than employing or using 
people employed by the council. 

Keep user pays for rubbish collections. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't think raised areas of roads are worth the costs charged to have these done. The 
capped public transport amount is a good idea. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Get road useable so that buses can go into all suburbs such as Scott Point where bus 
stops exist but are not used. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No premium fares for ferries. No charges for park and ride carparks as these people 
already pay bus, ferry and train fees that are enough. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Selling off parts that are unused sounds sensible if the core used areas remain and 
can continue to have full use under conditions of sale of the other areas. 
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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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Do not support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

The overall proposed rates increases are just too much. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

I don't know 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

I don't know 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

More important for Scott Point to have a bus service. Some sports feilds are good but 
this could be scaled back. 2 soft ball and 3 sports feilds for an area that is not nicely 
accessable by roads at the moment is alot of traffic on a few roads because thi 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Making many services self funded and self sustainable would be good. 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
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We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

I don’t know 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Generally please find ways to stop asking residents for more funding via rates. It is not 
an affordable or fair way to be funding all many of your services.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Les cycleways, speed bumps and the stupid art we see around Auckland, its needless 
and certainly does not add any value to ratepayers. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Smaller buses that drivers are trained to drive. These big buses that run all day are not 
efficent and most of the time they only have a small handful onboard. I know I see 
them. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Clean beaches with bins. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop this veggie bin waste of money. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Its obvious the whole complex has been poorly run, it should have something on every 
weekend but its too expensive for small clubs or organisations to hire so its sits empty 
- change the managment! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 

Not Important 
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in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

None of the above 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Library services are shocking in Albany - we havent been in years as the staff where 
very unhelpful and stuffy. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

The proposed rate increase plan is insane. I will move out of Auckland and sell all 
houses. This is hopeless. 

City Council shall inspect your current process and project to reduce cost and stop 
wasting tax payer's money. As any business, when you encounter cost/budget 
problem, try optimise your process to save money rather than simply ask for more tax. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

The proposed rate increase plan is insane. I will move out of Auckland and sell all 
houses. This is hopeless. 

City Council shall inspect your current process and project to reduce cost and stop 
wasting tax payer's money. As any business, when you encounter cost/budget 
problem, try optimise your process to save money rather than simply ask for more tax. 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The proposed rate increase plan is insane. I will move out of Auckland and sell all 
houses. This is hopeless. 

City Council shall inspect your current process and project to reduce cost and stop 
wasting tax payer's money. As any business, when you encounter cost/budget 
problem, try optimise your process to save money rather than simply ask for more tax. 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

The proposed rate increase plan is insane. I will move out of Auckland and sell all 
houses. This is hopeless. 

City Council shall inspect your current process and project to reduce cost and stop 
wasting tax payer's money. As any business, when you encounter cost/budget 
problem, try optimise your process to save money rather than simply ask for more tax. 

 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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The proposed rate increase plan is insane. I will move out of Auckland and sell all 
houses. This is hopeless. 

City Council shall inspect your current process and project to reduce cost and stop 
wasting tax payer's money. As any business, when you encounter cost/budget 
problem, try optimise your process to save money rather than simply ask for more tax. 

 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

Do not support 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

The proposed rate increase plan is insane. I will move out of Auckland and sell all 
houses. This is hopeless. 

City Council shall inspect your current process and project to reduce cost and stop 
wasting tax payer's money. As any business, when you encounter cost/budget 
problem, try optimise your process to save money rather than simply ask for more tax. 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

The proposed rate increase plan is insane. I will move out of Auckland and sell all 
houses. This is hopeless. 

City Council shall inspect your current process and project to reduce cost and stop 
wasting tax payer's money. As any business, when you encounter cost/budget 
problem, try optimise your process to save money rather than simply ask for more tax. 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cycle tracks and unnecessary trimmings and ostentatious additions that are not useful 
to the public 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sounds sensible 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Roads that have not been attended to eg. Albany Highway between SH16 and Sunset 
Road . 

Children catching buses have no pavement to walk on. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes- can’t be used by all commuters to get to work.  Totally unrealistic and 
short sighted! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Obviously it is being under-utilised and badly managed 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Brings in necessary finance 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Depends who they intend leasing to.  What would the long term consequences be for 
the country 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

1816



#4457 
 
 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

The rates are getting rather excessive in Auckland 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

1823



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less investment into roads when the evidence is clear that alternative modes of 
transport (walking, cycling, scooters, mass transit) are better for everyone - including 
road users themselves. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland's rapid population growth over the last decade requires a change in mindset 
from accommodating cars (low efficiency mode of transport) to enabling and 
incentivising high efficiency transport (i.e., mass public transit) and other modes that 
reduce road congestion (e.g., active transport - walking, cycling, etc.). So I am highly 
supportive of any initiatives that make mass transit and active transport modes more 
accessible to more people - that is, more affordable, safer, more extensive, and well 
connected to the areas and services that people actually want to travel to. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport, safe cycleways that are separated by barriers from car traffic. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

I think the general concept of the Auckland Future Fund makes sense, however I am 
not supportive of selling shareholdings in a stable investment with no proposal on what 
new investments would be considered with the proceeds from selling the AIAL shares. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

I don't know 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

I don't know 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Upper Harbour needs a decent pool complex which is sadly lacking.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Animal pest control - rats, possums, stoats, all cats. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Reduce liquor outlets and vape shops so that regulatory monitoring could be simpler / 
cheaper.  Not grant any more licences, decrease opening hours, not renew any 
licences.  Maintain the licensing trust control in the west. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Extra speed bumps and raised crossings and intersections slow emergency vehicles 
and cause extra pollution as all traffic slows and accelerates.  Would like to see no 
more on main routes and those on existing main routes removed.  Choke points are 
just as effective at slowing traffic but do not hinder it. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Bus expressway both in and out of city to West.  Better fast charging infrastructure 
across all of Auckland. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No more new vehicle lanes to discourage any more vehicle trips - prioritise public 
transport. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Make the best use of the resource and land available, with management to suit that 
best. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Whatever the value of the Airport shares is it would be better invested in whatever 
gives the best returns long term.  Keeping management fees should be a priority.  
There is no need for the council to have a say in the operation of the airport.  Between 
AIAL and the airlines there is more than enough knowledge to secure the future of air 
travel from the airport.  However the Council should consider either a  direct express 
train service between Britomart and the Airport or a dedicated and fast busway to 
reduce the bus travel time from city to airport. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

I do not believe that it is in the best interest of Auckland to have a cargo and car 
terminal in Auckland.  It should be moved to Tauranga.  Like almost all other 
international cities our downtown waterfront should be for the people, and maybe 
cruise ships and certainly better ferry terminal.  We should be able to have two or three 
cruise ships in port simultaneously.  Possibly a good Maritime Museum, a new beach 
to augment Judges Bay, decent water activity and feature like a great fountain and 
good open air swimming pool, possibly heated in winter.  Keep the helicopter base or 
give it a better more appropriate location. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

IIf the council must keep operating the port where it is then the return on the 
investment should be treated just like the return from selling the AIAL shares, not to 
directly subsidise council services. 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

The port land should be retained by either the Auckland Council or in partnership with 
local Iwi given the treaty obligations that would likely come into play should the council 
try to sell the land.  No one other than the ratepayers or the iwi the land was 
confiscated from has any right to own the land and to profit from it. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The Auckland Council should regain control of the two wharves and then in 
consultation with ratepayers and iwi make a plan for better use. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Again this land is way too valuable to be in use for storing and sorting containers, it 
should become publicly controlled land for public use and greater good.   If there is a 
need to have some containers still come through Port of Auckland then let the 
container terminal be at Otahuhu which has plenty of land and just use the terminal for 
directly loading and unloading containers.  This must be able to be done almost 
directly to and from trains which would get a lot of big container trucks off the streets. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Rubbish should be paid by bin labels to encourage waste minimisation, making it a 
rates funded service does not encourage good waste practices. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 
Tell us why 

Libraries are important as a gathering place for many groups and a haven for people 
seeking peace and quiet and education / relaxation / education / help with council 
information. 

Do not put any dedicated curbed off cycleways on existing traffic lanes - 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 
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Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More public transport, build more roads in West Auckland to reduce congestion in on 
SH16. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Stop providing funding to useless events. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There are no need to build more cycle lanes. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

rapid transit network. More bus services in South and west Auckland. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

There are no need to build more cycle lanes as they dont get used as much. 

Encourage people to use public transport. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

leasing this out would be good as private operations are always more effective than 
public. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Reduce congestion on Hobsonville road and Albany Hwy on ramp. 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More cycleways, prioritising busses and pedestrian crossing improvements. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

New carparks. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It's a major asset for the community, control should be retained by the public but 
should be better utilised. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Based on the information available the predicted income from the sale is not realistic 
and the return on investment while divested is also unrealistic. The fund is at 
significant risk of being reduced to very little or nothing over time which leaves the 
council with even fewer assets especially dividend providing ones. The fund 
management requires payment of significant fees to a management company reducing 
the amount returned to the city, by selling the airport and leasing the port it also 
significantly reduces the publics ability to influence the activity of those entities, both of 
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which have a significant impact on the people of auckland, particularly the port. The 
existings assets are expected to return dividends within the ball park of the realistic 
expected returns of any investment fund. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

As noted above by retaining ownership it ensures that the council is able to receive 
significant dividends while having an influence on the operations and impact of the port 
over time. The port operates on some of the most important land for the city and mana 
whenua and it's essential that council retains control of the space in the short, medium 
and long term to be able to achieve the best outcome for Aucklanders. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Either option is good. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Self insurance is risky given the increased likelihood of natural disasters and the 
impact that responding to more than one consecutive years would have on any 
insurance fund that was set up by the council. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The waterfront is one of the most attractive parts of the city center with the greatest 
potential for both local and international audiences. Obtaining the wharfs for council 
control will benefit us all. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

Support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land and introduce a targeted rate 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Less waste on 'cultural' stuff. If the cultural community wants it, let them do it for 
themselves, not subsidised 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland Transport has proved to be ineffective and bumbling. Why throw money at 
them for more of the same? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

audit their effectiveness, and improve the performance of Akl Transport. They throw 
money at poorly concieved projects (Upper Harbour Cycle Lane) 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle paths and walking paths 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Less cost, more effective. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

T his time of economic restraint is not the time for this kind of investment. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Plan on moving the port. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

I would support remediating stand removed to facilitate baseball diamond and further 
maintenance to existing facility. While it is underused, what benefit can there be for 
redeveloping stadium? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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I am uncertain of the financial assumptions behind the sale of operating lease. I am 
doutful that the interests of Auckland, Aucklanders and our harbour will be best served 
by an internationally based company motivated solely by short-term (over the period of 
the proposed operating lease) profit. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Current port management have proved that even in challenging global trade situation 
that it is highly profitable can return good dividend to the Auckland Council. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

I would support transfer of Cook/Marsden wharves in return for POAL completing a 
North facing berth face on Bledisloe wharf (inline with face of Fergusson container 
terminal so no practical encroachment into harbour). This would allow port to maintain 
wha 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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Bledisloe Terminal is key to port's profitability. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Very Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Not Important 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I hope the Auckland City Council can go down to the grassroots level and truly 
understand people's pain points in life. For example, safety, prices, etc., and actually 
give the middle class more benefits instead of always asking for our taxes. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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I think it is not necessary to develop the city center to achieve urban revitalization, but 
to distribute money evenly and let the labor force be evenly distributed to different 
areas, not just the city center. This can not only ease traffic pressure, but also drive the 
overall development of New Zealand. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think this proposal is fair. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

This is the simplest and most effective way to achieve great things with little money. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Can increase income, so-called increasing income and reducing expenditure 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

There are no particularly good projects at the moment 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Upper Harbour 

 

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 
Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Upper Harbour 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

None - frankly, I cannot afford to pay rates at a "do more of" rate 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Yes, as above, happy to proceed with the "do less" proposal for Transport, city & local 
development, Enviromental and regulation, parks and community, economic and 
cultural development and council support. "Do less" is sufficient and in some cases 
better than what is already happening in my perspective. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

When it comes to public transport, I think we have missed the point. A good start would 
be to just get what is currently in place working well and reliable. We don't need more 
of anything until we are properly using what we currently have, excluding ferries. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Making public transportation options reliable & cost effective 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

-accelerated programme of ferry decarbonisation 

• the fourth tranche of electric trains and depot  

improvements 

• Airport to Botany busway (Stage 3 and 4) and future integration.  

- accelerated roll out of low emission buses - don't waste what we already have. If a 
bus dies, sure replace it with a lower emission bus, but don't just doing it for the sake 
of it because that isn't helping the planet having a whole lot of "old" buses parked in a 
field. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 
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I feel like this stadium isn't used enough as it is. It would be better utilized under other 
management, and this would save the council costs. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support the transfer of AIAL shareholdings and think this is a great idea 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

NA 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays,Upper Harbour 
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Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in 
2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress the detailed business case and 
delivery of a new library and community 
hub in Takapuna. 

Fairly Important 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 
Parks Management Plan that will guide 
decisions on the use and management of 
our parks and open spaces. 

Fairly Important 

Implement priority actions from the 
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 
to Māori including the restoration and 
improvement of Te Uru Tapu. 

Not Important 

Invest in the delivery of key events in our 
town centres to support local businesses 
and showcase our area to visitors and 
locals alike. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and improve community 
facilities including the playground at Achilles 
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities 
at Becroft Park. 

Fairly Important 

Continue support of our valued art partners 
who provide a wide range of programmes, 
exhibitions and live productions and 
performances. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Our People – create opportunities that 
support connectedness, diversity and 
inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 
increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
health and provide for resilient and low 
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
services and spaces meet the needs of our 
diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 
improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 
Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 
resilience networks in our area, so our 
community and organisations will know who 
does what, where to get information and 
how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 
of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
contamination and sedimentation through 
methods such as re-naturalisation, or 
daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 
the future uses of our undeveloped 
reserves, and older established ones, 
including investigation of cost-effective 
options for other informal recreation and 
play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 
in our area, such as events, festivals, and 
other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

Very Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress with the detailed business case 
for a new multi-purpose library facility in 
Albany. 

Not Important 

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott 
Point which includes physical works for 3 
sports fields and sport field lighting as well 
as a second baseball diamond. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Not Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 
the environment and address climate 
change including planting trees as outlined 
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 
Strategy and continuing to support and fund 
volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Engagement Strategy. 

Not Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 
Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose 
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland 
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls. 
 
We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell 
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a 
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public 
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate 
following investigation of viable options). 
 
Which of the following options do you support? 

Investigate options to sell land 

 

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget 
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany? 

Can we not just sell the land and reinvest a small portion of the money into the 
surrounding community libraries? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Thank you for providing the opportunity for feedback. Frankly my biggest overall 
concern is that if the rates increase as significantly as indicated this will put immense 
strain on my financial situation and the situation of my family. We may not be able to 
afford to live in Auckland anymore, which makes me feel so sad. I also feel for other 
people who would be in this same position but not understand the proposal or that they 
can give feedback on it.
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