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#7384
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

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

Transport

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community

Economic and cultural development

Council support

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

Ports of Auckland is a strategic long term asset for Auckland, Lets keep it under our
control.

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

Continue to use it to fund council services
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Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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



#7386
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

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

Transport

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community

Economic and cultural development

Council support

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

To not privatize the POAL because | want the port to stay in ' Local ownership'.

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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

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?

Do more to transition to zero emissions. Do everything more efficiently. Too much
wasted money. Aim to match the commercial rate of delivery for projects. More focus
on core council services. Insist government returns GST to 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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less consultation on minor issues. less economic development.
2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?
3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Tell us why:

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

As it stands, the council could use this money for any purpose. It will get frittered away,
lack of intergenerational equity. Council does not think commercially and can't be
trusted as good stewards of a trust fund. Poor record in this regard. Political
interference.

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

Tell us here:

11



#7431

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:

| support reducing the port's footprint in this private waterfront. Continue the success of
the Wynyard quartes. Ports should move more either Tauranga or Whangarei but rail
connections are vital.

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Redevelop the other wharves first. Prove you can do this before further expansion into
Bledisloe.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

12
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

Rates funded refuse penalizes single households (who already pay the most for all
standing charges) and discourages people to aim for zero waste. It's a disincentive.
Roll out user pays across the region instead.

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

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

The board is very experienced (for the most part) and balanced in its views. It listens to
the community and is trusted.

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

Initiatives to support community resilience | support most priorities
and safety.

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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.

14
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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.

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a 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 Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?

It's disgraceful that the WRLB gets less funding than any board, because of
population-based funding. We are responsible for 27,000ha of uninhabited forest. This
needs to change Glen Eden is also long overdue for regeneration. This needs to be a

priority to add on high crime rates.
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#7479
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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?

16
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Tell us why:

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

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

Keep our port public - keep it owned by Aucklanders.

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#7504
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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?

I'd be prepared to pay more for more front-line services to actively get out and clear
drains which seem to be the primary contributor to floods in my 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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Stop letting go of talent because you can't pay the extra 5K for talent in front line
service to keep them. The opportunity cost in training and recruitment is crazy.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

There's buses that are frequently "low-use" in my areas because AT's policy around
bus departures is crazy. In Glen Eden a 30mins service is guaranteed to pull away
from the station just as the train pulls up making it useless.

A KPI on punctuality and not user experience is driving this.

AT should invest in smaller "shuttle buses" on these routes in an uber-like fashion not
crazy services that try to be all things to all people and end up serving no-one.

MADNESS.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
Would spend more on the above.
Stop complaining about speed tables.

Most Aucklanders are terrible drivers. Keep the speed tables. Maybe our road safety
would improve.

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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?

#7504

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support all priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Very Important

Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Very Important

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Fairly Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Fairly Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Fairly Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Very Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Fairly Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Very Important

Tell us why

Fairly Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#7508
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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 Do less
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

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

The current railway system is not economic or efficient long term as it discrupots
motorised traffic at rail crossings.

There should be more time spent on investigating an overhead magnetic rail system
before Auckland City incurs significant costs to eventually find out the system is not
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approriate as it is on the same level as motorised traffic which causes significant
congestion.

Overhead magnetic rail could be placed down the centre of our motorways & main
arterial routes all over Auckland which runs in circular routes, much like the
underground rail system in Sydney which is very efficient & used by a significant
amount of the population, & stations funded by large shopping complexes like
Westfields which have car parks & bus & taxi services to them already.

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

There are a lot of parks & reserves which local volunteers currently do some work
which could be significantly increased by diverting some inefficiently used third party
contract payments to more efficient & effective local volunteers who would get the work
done more efficiently & effectively.

Stop putting in speed bumps which everyone is sick of driving over which has
decreased productivity & efficiency of private, commercial, public transport &
emergency services.

Take out speed bumps when they need maintenance to increase productivity &
efficiency of private, commercial, public transport & emergency services.

Terminate the employment of all the people who decided to put in speed bumps so that
this inefficient inefficient culture is eliminated from Auckland City Council.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

The current Rail system needs a significant review of current technologies to
determine the best long term solutions.

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

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

Tell us why:

Local government land should not be sold unless it is replaced at the same time or the
council will not be able to afford land to replace it in the future with property inflation in
NZ.

A thorough business proposal needs to be completed before any decisions are made.

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Independent professional advice needs to be taken in respect to future investments /
divestments.

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

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

Tell us here:

If the council implements effective management of the port land the profits will remain
with the council & not taen up by a third party.

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

Other
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Tell us here:

Invest part in a future funds & part related 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:

The council will earn more effective cash flows by leaving Captain Cook & Marsden
wharves under effective port operations

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Better cash flow for the council

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

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

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 Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract 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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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 a Maki.

Fairly Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Not Important
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Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Fairly Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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?

Do not support most of the proposal
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Tell us why:

Allow private local transport like minivans instead of the exorbitantly expensive AT
buses which run mainly empty except at rush hours. Private minivans like in other third
and second world countries.

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

Multi storey carpark at Albany bus station. Also at peripheral rail stations

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

international cloud storage servers.

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

Now that Massey university land has become available for development there will be
greater demand for community fields and open space. There will also no longer be
educational and work opportunities that Massey provided

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

Please do NOT introduce another layer of management of community owned assets.
Direct ownership is more cost effective and it retains a say on management as a direct
shareholder which would be lost in a "Trust". Retain control please.
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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:

As owner operator the port is more likely to be kept at a reasonable standard. A
Lessee with a 35 year time horizon has no incentive to maintain or improve 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:

The "Future fund" is a figment. All we hear about is debt and borrowing, so, are we
stripping assets to clear debt? Are we borrowing to stack an investment fund? Own the
port. Manage it.

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

Tell us here:

The Airport is diversified infrastructure and property portfolio. Please do not lose
control of the port and the airport. These are vital strategic gateways.

Auckland is not an Island. Where is mention of central government?
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) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the | don't know
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which | don't know
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose 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 Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Waitakere 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: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

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

debt

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

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

As proposed

Council support

As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

In relation to Transport, the most important aspect is investment in transport other than
cars, that is, carbon efficient transport including safe cycling and reliable, attractive

public transport
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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?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cycle lanes should be a priority because it is dangerous to cycle on many roads and
this puts people off cycling when it could be both fast and carbon efficient. The beat-up
about raised pedestrian crossings is missing the point - traffic is slowed in critical
places, and at about $35,000 per crossing (not the $300,000 which included other
upgrades besides the crossing)lives could be saved or less harmed. | have found that
there is minimal impact on the duration of journeys that are already punctuated by
stoppages for lights, traffic jams etc.

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

Safe cycling, safe bike parking, more traffic taming measures.
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
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Tell us why:

Wait to see how the AIAL performs over the next few years not just in terms of
dividends but also in the share value. Arise in value surely means the Council could
borrow more against that.

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:

Wait to see how the Port performs over the next few years as the new management
beds in and possibly returns more to the Council than the returns from investing the
proceeds of sale. | am against ownership by an international company that could
screw the uses of the port for all they can without improving service.

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

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

Tell us why:

What happened to the proposed move to Northport?

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

Local board priorities

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

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Very Important

Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Very Important

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Very Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Fairly Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Fairly Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Fairly Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Fairly Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Not Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

The consultation document only goes to p77. Why on earth was there no hyperlink?

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

| 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

As proposed

Parks and Community Do less
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 affordable activities and events for young families. More funding towards better

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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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?
Tell us here:

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

Half to council, half invest to funds

#7631

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

Tell us here:

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

| 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

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

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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 Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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,Papakura,Upper Harbour,Waitakere Ranges

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/20257?

Fairly 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.

Fairly 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
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7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support all of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

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)?

Other

Tell us why:
Proceed with fund but keep AIAL 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:
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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) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
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).

Support

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

| don't know

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

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Very Important

Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Very Important

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Fairly Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Fairly Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Very Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Fairly Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatanhi.

Fairly Important
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Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Not Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

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

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

Transport Do more

Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

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

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

Less bureaucracy. Less overheads. Less middle management.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

A growing city cant function without public transport. | generally dont support borrowing
but it may be necessary to develop a proper train system. The current situation is not
proper - you never know if your service will be operating day to day.

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

Getting a rail service that just works. It needs to be faster. It needs to not go on holiday.
It needs to operate on weekends. And it shouldn't need armies of staff.

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

Waste. For instance, for many months | used to walk past a team of six traffic
controllers who, at times, even had an automated pedestrian barrier (six staff not
enough?) who were supervising 20 metres of road that had an occasional truck on it
bringing some metal for a rail project. A sign and a couple of cones would have done it.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Make it fit for needs and aim to 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)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:
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Income and diversification is beneficial.

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

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

Tell us here:

Retain ownership and get some cash that is needed now for long term projects.

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:

Prime space could be better utilised.

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

| 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) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose 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 Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

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

Do not support

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

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

and safety.

Initiatives to support community resilience | do not support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere Very Important
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).
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Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

| don't know

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Fairly Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Fairly Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Not Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Not Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Not Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Fairly Important

Tell us why
Not Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

So uninspiring. First priority should be to stop wasting money on the people who come

up with this stuff.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Need to get rid of licensing trusts. They are monopolies which would be unacceptable

in any other circumstance.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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?

Stop investigating alternative port uses
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

I’'m In favour of the changes in technology to improve the network

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

Walking accessibility across Auckland

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

Strategies and plans that don’t have no partisan central government support - a lot of
money to lost in planning that doesn’t happen

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

It's an important part of the community but stadiums don’t make any money and it's not
the time to focus on this

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

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

Tell us why:

| do Not support this proposal. | do not support the sale of more council assets. There
is no evidenced based need to change operational management of the port it's a
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vanity project for the mayor. Safeguarding for the future is a sensible resilient approach
but from a timing point of view t is out of sync with what the city is facing.

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 should not be the focus of this long term plan and | do not support the lease
to find the Auckland future fund

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

As above - wow this section is very tailored to the Mayors whims!

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

| do not support Auckland council selling off any more shares. | do not support the
Auckland Future Fund at this time. | do not support any changes to the port land or
port operations, particularly off shore port operational management. Keep assets and
management local.

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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Not a priority for this space to be freed up in the next 2-5 years. We don’t have a
critical mass of populations to further develop public space . We already have severely
underutilised space in Wynyard quarter. It would be very cool to make the waterfron

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

property.

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

| don't know
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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 Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Initiatives to support community resilience | support all priorities
and safety.

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere Very Important
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Restoration and enhancement of significant Very Important
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Operating grants for arts and culture Very Important
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Continue to activate library spaces with Very Important
programmes, services and events.

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and  Very Important
Titirangi Community Houses.

Invest in our relationship with mana Very Important
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Very Important
Progress an application for Waitakere Very Important
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Tell us why

Very Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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 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:
as fuel costs increase with owning a car, public transport is essential

we’ve now officially entered a recession, all the more important to have better public
transport options

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

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

salary for the most caustic, egotistical and useless mayor in our history

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

greater use by the community would open up so much more revenue potential, plus
the community would feel more part of this stadium

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

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

Tell us why:

potential malicious use for individual/corporate gain

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:

the opportunity should be offered first to council to improve profit, and if nothing
happens, then lease 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:

worth a try

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

Tell us here:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:
6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

The waitakere ranges are a taonga of this whenua, and should be funded as such.

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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
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Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Fairly Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Fairly Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Very Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Fairly Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Fairly Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Very Important

Tell us why

Fairly Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
Good

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

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

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

Transport

As proposed

Water

As proposed

City and local development

Do less

Environment and regulation

As proposed

Parks and Community

Do less

Economic and cultural development

As proposed

Council support

Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

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

could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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| 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)?

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) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems 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).

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.

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

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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 Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Other
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

Local board priorities

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

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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.

Fairly Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Fairly Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Fairly Important
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Invest in our relationship with mana Fairly Important
whenua, Te Kawerau & Maki.

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Very Important
Progress an application for Waitakere Very Important
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Tell us why

Not Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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 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?

Sort the motorways out at peak times, get rid of speed bumps,

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

No more speed bumps, get the waitakeres open again.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

To much red tape and consultants.

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

Better motorways, sort the traffic lights out, to many lights are not in tune with the
traffic.

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

Transport mangement, less consultants

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?

| don't know
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Tell us here:

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

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

Support

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

Support

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

83



#7932

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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?

Aotea/Great Barrier,Waitakere Ranges

Aotea/Great Barrier Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Aotea/Great Barrier in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Continue the regular programme of funding
for community groups to deliver services
and environmental groups to deliver
ecology works.

Fairly Important

Continue our regular maintenance of parks
and assets.

Fairly Important

Investigate improvements for playground
areas island-wide.

Fairly Important

Support implementation of aspects of the
new Destination Management Plan.

Fairly Important
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7c. What do you think of the Aotea/Great Barrier proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

To much rate payers money poured into non essentail services. Espaealically over

kauri die back, open up the parks.

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| do not support any priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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.

Not Important

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Not Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Not Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Fairly Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Fairly Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Not Important
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Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Not Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-2034?
not important.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Open up the parks for the peioples well being, less dog control rules, sort out traffic

problems .

86



#7964
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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 less
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

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

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

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

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

89



#7964

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

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

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid 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, Waitdkere 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 Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support all priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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.

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.

Fairly Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Not Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Very Important
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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 Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

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

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

Transport As proposed
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

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

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

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

Facilities such as stadiums have frequently frequently built on low lying land subject to
flooding. Is this the case with North Harbour Stadium? It doesn’t seem to make sense
to encourage private development on land that is currently a public asset, especially if
there is a risk of future flooding as climate warming causes more intense rainfall.

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

There are too many unknown aspects of this proposal. It appears to need far more
consideration and it seems a fundamental contradiction to sell valuable public assets -
including part ownership of the major New Zealand international airport - in order to
“protect the value of the council’s major investments”.
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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:

There needs to be further investigation of the idea for an investment 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:

It doesn’t seem environmentally logical to switch the transport of goods from sea to rail
or road. Furthermore, | do not support the idea of short-term revenue gathering
through the development of more high-priced waterside apartments and commercial
premi

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?

#8044

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

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.

| don't know

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

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

and safety.

Initiatives to support community resilience | support all priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere Very Important
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Restoration and enhancement of significant = Very Important
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.
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Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Fairly Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Fairly Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Very Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Very Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Very Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Very Important

Tell us why

Fairly Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

| think they are valid and relevant to the area’s needs.

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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

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?
Rail

Environment

Basic council services. Roads rubbish, water, library
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Development, make them pay for their necessary’ infrastructure
Stadiums, utilise what we have

Events, we need transport first

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:
Clearly the existing management is either poor or criminal.

It's a great facility

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

Other

Tell us why:
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Selling Airport shares now is stupid. After covid and while development is improving it's
value. Wait until improvements have added value and Airport is humming THEN sell.
Setting up a future fund is sensible at that point.

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a 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 money should be used for infrastructure to move the port operations to
Whangarei. Rail tunnel that is big enough for containers for example.

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

Other

Tell us here:
Core Council services should be paid through rates.

Moving the port helps to future proof Auckland IF infrastructure is put in place.
Transporting goods BY TRAIN into Auckland from both Whangarei, Tauranga and
Manukau

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:
Get freight off our roads.
Reduce the weight trucks carry and make them pay their share for road maintenance.

Enabile rail transport to Tauranga Whangarei North Shore, ports and Airports

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 port needs to go. Unfortunately cruise ships are interfering with Ferry timetables.
I’'m sure that the departure of the port will provide opportunity for cruise ships. I'm not a
fan of cruise ships but if we must have them it must not be at the expense

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
from 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).

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

Support

6b. Do you have 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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7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Rodney,Waitakere Ranges

Rodney Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/20257?

| 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.

Very Important

Provide additional activities and
programmes for children and young people
maximising the use of our libraries, halls
and open spaces, where possible.

Fairly Important

Continue to support our local arts centres in
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney.

Fairly Important

Continue to support community groups and
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean
and healthy and restore biodiversity.

Very Important

Support the community to minimise waste,
turn it into resources, and promote
education on waste reduction.

Fairly Important
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Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in | don't know
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation
Reserve.

Develop pathway connections in Green
Road Park.

Tell us why

We get very little for our Rodney Rates on Kawau Island. We have a pitiful carpark,
rubbish, wharf and toilet facilities at Sandspit. The wharf is a mess of fish bait through
which we must transport groceries and mattresses.

7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347

As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better
understand the views from different communities

Kawau Island

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

We are isolated with no communication power or roads during climate events. We
need to care for the environment. We have no street lights where we live and | love
that. The night sky is wonderful.

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

Initiatives to support community resilience | support most priorities
and safety.

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere Very Important
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).
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Restoration and enhancement of significant Very Important
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Operating grants for arts and culture Very Important
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Continue to activate library spaces with Fairly Important
programmes, services and events.

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and  Fairly Important
Titirangi Community Houses.

Invest in our relationship with mana Fairly Important
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Fairly Important
Progress an application for Waitakere | don't know
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Tell us why

Very Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347
Good

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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?

If the non-Auckland vehicles are using the Auckland roads, | think government is
obligated to pay for the transportation as well. This can be collected from the rego
renew or Automated toll 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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Negotiate the non-Auckland resident owner for special levy. Otherwise, Auckland is
going to be exploited city of it's residents.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| would be excepting a good system will provide a hassle free train service to airport..

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

Train to Airport.

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

Accomodate budget accordingly

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

Auckland already got several stadiums

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

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

Tell us why:

I's earning money already
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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:

Regulate it

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Look for a scenario where flying cars going to be available and it’'s not considered in
the plan at all

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

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

Tell us why:

Just keep as natural as possible

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

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

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

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose 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 Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Think for sustainable city

Local board priorities

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

Henderson-Massey,Waitakere Ranges

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 Very Important
support connectedness, diversity and
inclusion in our community.
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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
Good

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-2034?

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support all priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Very Important

Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Very Important
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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.

Very Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Very Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Very Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Very Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Very Important

Tell us why

Very Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Please improve Glen Eden town area traffic

8. Do you have any other comments?

Improve the tourism facilities in Waitakere ranges
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:

Organisation (if applicable): Remuera Tennis VIub

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

Do less (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?

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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Try to become more professional with delivering services and better accuracy from
staff.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

We need to keep up to date with transport facilities for Auckland.

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

No.Ro

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

Roading bumps in roads to slow down traffic.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

| think we could utilise it more with redevelopment and have a plan of action for 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:

Funds could be used for emergency projects when they occur.
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| 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?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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).

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

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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.

| don't know

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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
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Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Fairly Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Not Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Fairly Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Fairly Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Not Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Not Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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

City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
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?

Safer cycling please, we live in Titirangi and can't safely access the protect routes that
start form New Lynn and Avondale because there is no safe way to ride on the road
from here.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| am worried about the safety implications of cancelling raised crossings and cycle
ways. That is a step back for those of us who would like our kids to be more
independent and able to cycle places. | support public transport investment, much-
needed on the West side of town!!

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

Cycleways, safe speed zones and raised crossing around schools and speeding up
public transport improvements.

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:

Not very relevant spending for most of us, would prefer cycling, walking, public
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)?

| don't know
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Tell us why:

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

| 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:

The existing public areas at the waterfront are so good! Make more!

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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?

The current dedicated cycleways that are separated from the traffic that we have in
Auckland are amazing, create more of these

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

could pay less?
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Painting a line on a road designating a cycleway which then ends suddenly is a waste
of money, stop doing this.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Dont ditch the cyclways that were designed to be separated from traffic.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
How about rapid buses that go from one interchange directly to another
eg New Lynn direct to Otahuhu

| live in West Auckland, getting to South Auckland to work via Public transport take 90
minutes to 2 hours, A car is faster even in peak hour traffic. The cycleway is as quick if
not quicker.

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

Can you stop relying on contractors and set up a council that actually knows how to fix
stuff. It will be cheaper in the long run. Outsourcing essential services is wasteful, you
must know you are being charged 10 times what it actually cost to do a job, not to
mention the hours wasted getting quotes and the sea of red tape.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

If it is not being used, then why keep 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 know

Tell us why:

Sound complicated why not sell the shares and use the money for something else like
more trains and better infrastructure that will benefit Aucklanders for 100 years noy just
10

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:

Stupid idea don't contract the business out, it will cost even more in the long run. A
private company will keep increasing the cost of using the Port which will hurt
everyone.

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

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Why change something that is already working and profitable. We have plenty of public
spaces in Auckland.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

property.

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

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

Support

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

Local board priorities

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

Waitakere Ranges
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Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

The Environment, Education(library) and the kids are all extremely important. Without
these we have no Future. Arts and Cultural events are fun and important also but they
alway genrally fund themselves if the people invested in them try hard enough. Rela

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support all priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Very Important

Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Very Important

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

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 a Maki.

Fairly Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Fairly Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Very Important

Tell us why

Very Important
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7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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 less
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do more
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?

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

Tell us why:
| support the principles of the plan but not all proposed implementations. Specifically:

- a 'time-of-use' pricing scheme to help manage traffic congestion - I'm concerned
about whether we have agreement on what “viable alternatives’ constitute for this
option before it's implemented. And also worry about the cost of this being passed on
to consumers by businesses.

- increase fares for some ferry services that are expensive to operate - Before turning
off or increasing charges for ferry services, all ferry service operators should be
reviewed whether they’re running an effective service efficiently, or an expensive one
with dissatisfied customers/ commuters. Ferries should be a key part of transport
services for Aucklanders and their use encouraged. Reduced services and increased
prices will do the opposite.

2a. Is there anything you 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)?

Other

Tell us why:
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Support the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund and transfer Auckland
Council’s shareholding in the Airport to the fund. My concern is around how the
management of the fund is implemented and the ongoing cost of this to Aucklanders. If
a bureaucracy like a separate CCO is set up and professional funds managers are
paid to actively manage the fund, we will not receive the full potential benefit of this
investment. If low cost managent structures are set up for the fund | fully support 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:

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:
5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing

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.

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

Local board priorities

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

Waiheke,Waitakere Ranges

Waiheke Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waiheke in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

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

Delivering core council operational Very Important
services, such as mowing, track and facility
maintenance, and the library.
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Programmes which protect, restore, and
enhance the island’s natural environment,
and initiatives that provide opportunities for
community connectedness, capability and
resilience.

Very 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.

Not Important

Working with mana whenua and
mataawaka to identify and respond to their
needs and aspirations.

Fairly Important

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira
Reserve playground.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support all priorities
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Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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.

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.

Very Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Very Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Fairly Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Fairly Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Fairly Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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?

| wish to ensure no services to the community are cut

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 agree with reducing cycleways as this is potentially an effective way to reduce
our carbon emissions.

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

Cycleways and resources for pedestrians including raised crossings
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?
3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Tell us why:

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

| support the fund in principle but don't agree with selling assets to establish 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 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 a long time for an asset to be out of council control, especially as the
money will be at the beginning of the lease. How can we ensure optimal maintenance
of the asset occurs and that workers safety and conditions are protected.

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:

Public are too cut off from the waterfront and this would give access.

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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The port need sufficient land to be profitable for Auckland. | don't agree with the lease.

so that isn't a factor.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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 | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

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

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

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

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

and safety.

Initiatives to support community resilience | support all priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere Very Important
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).
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Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Very Important

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Very Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Very Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Very Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Fairly Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Fairly Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Fairly Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347
i agree with all of them.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Fully support Fairer Funding for Local Boards and greater accountability from the

CCOs
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

Do less (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?

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?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

waste of money

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:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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?

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.

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| do not support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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
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Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Not Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Not Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Not Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Not Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Not Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Not Important

Tell us why

Not Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

#8253

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

Tell us here:

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

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the

port operations

Tell us why:

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

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

property.

Support

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

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

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

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

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

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support all priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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.

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.

Very Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Very Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Fairly 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

Fairly Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community 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?

Less expenditure on economic development - let businesses handle this
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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?

Need to include cycleways...way behind most modern countries on this front. Important
for environmental protection, reduce emissions, improve human health and well-being,
build into tourism, etc.

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

Find cheaper alternatives to current raised pedestrian crossings.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Very expensive and only services some communities.

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

These are crucial assets to maintain and serve all Aucklanders, and country at large.
The Future Fund is a nice idea but should not come at the cost of such important
assets.
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

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

Tell us here:

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:

| suggest some of the risks this Future Fund is intended to offset can be reduced by
climate and environment-sensitive planning across multiple areas, as already
suggested. Perhaps businesses could contribute towards a smaller, more modest
"Future Fund" as it will be in their best interests. Perhaps some profits from airport and
port could go towards a targeted future fund. And perhaps some domestic and
international social-cultural philanthropy could play a role.

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

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

Tell us why:

But I'm completely against use of these wharves for residential purposes ---might as
well leave them for shipping. And argue that use should not be completely
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commercial...allowing for open spaces and environmentally educational and

entertainment activiti

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:

| understand the port operations and space needs are complex, but over next decade
Auckland's waterfront really should be given over to wider public benefits relating to

socio-cultural, environmental, and visitor related activities.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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?

In general user-pay fees and charges are fairer and get better buy-in areas such as

waste reduction, water efficiency, etc.

Local board priorities

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

Waitakere Ranges
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Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

All good things that align with my values and those of my neighborhood.

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support all priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Very Important

Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Very Important

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

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 a Maki.

| don't know

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Fairly 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 Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347
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Looks good. Most of the things outside the current 3-year plan should be funded.

8. Do you have any other comments?

I'd like to see at least a few rubbish bins at local parks, especially coastal ones and
those where large groups gather. Not all park visitors are willing to take their rubbish

home.
Happy for trash collection to be fortnightly.

Would like to see Auckland Airport redirect the large number of airplane flights that
currently go across the Waitakere Ranges, especially areas that are "natural areas" for
wildlife, parks and concentrated residential zones.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

Do less (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 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?

Public transport amenities in West Auckland

We have a fast growing population but our PT networks have been ignored or treated
with piecemeal solutions far too slowly.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Please do less city place making projects or less of pedestrianising Henderson or
adding planter boxes in the city to slow traffic.

Less raised pedestrian crossings and less speed bumps on Gt North Road

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Introduce ability to pay public transport with debit card

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

AT app allowing easier midjourney alternative route searching. More journeys are
being split into multi bus journeys and it's hard to search when you're stuck half way in
a journey in the middle of nowhere because your first bus was late

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

Speed bumps as they cause so much noise pollution living close to one

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 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) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

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

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose 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 Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

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

Do not support

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

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?

Henderson-Massey,Waitakere Ranges,Whau

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 Not Important
support connectedness, diversity and
inclusion in our community.

Our Environment — focus on initiatives that ~ Very Important
increase tree canopy cover, improve water
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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.

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

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

I live on the cusp of Glen Eden, Kelston and new Lynn. | think it's odd to be lumped in
with Titirangi. | do not think most of Titirangi's upperclass residents' objectives align
with Glen Eden's mid to low income earners' daily struggles. Please give more

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| do not support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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
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Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Not Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Not Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Not Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Not Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Not Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Not Important

Tell us why

Not Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Whau Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Whau in 2024/20257?

| do not 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
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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.

Not Important

We will consider accessibility and inclusion
across our services, engagement, and
other initiatives.

Not Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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

Do less

Council support

As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

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

could pay less?

no more speed bumps
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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?

speed bumps

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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Selling the lease will increase cost to all consumers immediately through increases to
pricing in the supply chain.

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) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

Support

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

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?

nah

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

nah
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

no

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

candy

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

not candy

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

no

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

no

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

no

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

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:

no

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

Other

Tell us why:
n0
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#8342

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

Other

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

Other

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

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.

Other

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

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

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

6b. Do you have 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 no wanna :'(

Local board priorities

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

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

no

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

Initiatives to support community resilience Other
and safety.

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere Not Important
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

181



#8342

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.

Not Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Not Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Not Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Not Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Not Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Not Important

Tell us why
Not Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
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: Waitakere Ranges

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?

Protection of established parks and green areas as well as ensuring new housing
areas must have decent amount of green space crucial for mental and physical
wellbeing

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 cultural and art festivals. Nice to have but not in these economic times.

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?

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support all priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
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.

Not Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Very Important
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Invest in our relationship with mana Fairly Important
whenua, Te Kawerau & Maki.

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Fairly Important
Progress an application for Waitakere Fairly Important
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Tell us why

Fairly Important

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

8. Do you have any other comments?

188



#8356
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

Transport As proposed
Water Do more

City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more

Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

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

Clean up the environment more

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:

| take the bus, no other transport. | don't care
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

| 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 know
Tell us why:

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

| 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?

| 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?

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

| 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.

| 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

| don't know

191




#8356

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

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

| 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.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

| 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.

| don't know

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Waitakere Ranges

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support all of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us 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?
