e

APPENDIX A AUCKLAND LOCAL GOVERNMENT REFORMS

Background to the Government’s Declsmns

| __ The Auckland local governrnent reforms are bemg undertaken to resolve a number of = S ST

g 1ssues that both the Government and the Royal Commlssmn conszdered Were Inherent R

".lrn the current local govermnent structure and that were restnctrng the Auckland--"__" o

L _-reglon from reachmg 1ts potentral The explanatory notes to both the ﬁrst and second i _' B

Auckland Rcforrn Brlls set out the two broad system:c problems that the Royal'_-_;__“'.'_: 'ﬁ__:-:-:-'

ﬁ Commlssmn found in the current Auckland local government arrangements B

o i -_ Regional .goyer:n'an'ce" lsweak andfragmented, and :

.+ Community engageaaf-is oor,

.'_-:.'.I‘he exi)lanatory notes go o, to drscuss the Governnaent E reasons. for: re.sp.ondlng 1n.' S
3 _the way proposed notmg that _' SR 2 v : .

. - The current systern of usmg drfferent counc1ls to manage regronal and local.'__-’;

_ ';-1ssues “has 1ncreased tensron and slowed resolutlon of problems

'ﬁ ' : Auckland’s potenual is restncted by the fragmented way that Auckland 1s run, i

- with' regional ‘issues gettlng tangled up in the competrng mterests of local S

councils”, and communrty rnatters getung “tangled up in- the local counc1ls focus R

' "on the Auckland wrde 1ssues and

o - A successron of Govermnent attempts at refonn “have farled to prov1de enduring' S s

solutrons

-The explanatory notes state that the ﬁrst and second Auckland Reforrn Brlls begln thef .

' 'process of “transmomng exzstmg councrls to one Auckland Counc1l to create v1sron a L

' '_plan and to manage assets and dellver core serv1ces” »- They gO on to state that the P

'.-'.prrmary ob_tectwe of the reform is to

provrde for democratlc and effectlve local government An Auckland and i
partrcular to maximise, in-a cost effective mannef,- . :
Sl Thc current and future well: bemg of Aucldand and its comrnumtaes and

L -5 Explanatory Note; Local Governmcnt (Auckland Councd) Bill 2

o Ibid,9..




e 'Auckiaud’s' contributi(m to Wider'national objeCtives aﬁd.ehtcmﬁés.{]j Gl

- The Government s task m refonnmg Auckland govelnance 1ncludmg the passage of._ o

'..the second and the thn‘d Auckland Reform B:lls by May of 2010 in tlme for the new'fj;..".;" o

: .system to be 1n place for the 2010 Local Government electlons w1ll not be an easy"i_" o

'-'task L Its blggest concern W1ll be achrevmg an approprlate level of communlty_'_f e

."_1nvolvement in- the reforms o ensute a sense of “buy—;n Whrle malntammg the_. ey

__ dcsrred efﬁc:encres that the changes are desrgned to rnake e

'..The Government says It is open to change and wrll use the select commlttee process“-':.'-_ = -

- to ensiire that the end result does Tiot” glve undue welght to the need for cost savmgsﬂ o

-."and a slngle VlSlon for Auckland at the expense of the “local’ element of Local g

Govemment Democracy is always 1nefﬁc1ent but ensurlng buy—m from Aucklanders'__:'

s essentlal Two elements have been 1dent1ﬁed (111 relatron to- earlrer falled’ [RRE o

-'expenments w1th metropolltan government overseas) as. causmg Iocal government T

- reform farlure problems of legltnnacy, and the manner ifi whlch the changes Were"f' P

' '_constttuted 6 Leg1t1macy requ1res the popula’non to “recogmze 1tself 111 [the reforms} o

| _'_and 1dent1fy Wlth them because legltimacy is. above all based on pohttcal

-'_.psychologtcal and socral elements constructed over a penod of tnne”“’2 The”:"_'-'.i R

o Parharnentary process for the second and thtrd Auckland Reform Bllls prov1des an-”_.'_ b

B opportumty for legitrmacy, and the reforms w111 be more denlocratlc asa result

-Two rssues in parttcular W111 requ1re careful pohtlcal rnanagement to ensure that the A

'._constrtuents of Auckland are not ahenated by the reforms m the lead up to the 2011- o

' "General Electton They arise as’ a result of the Govemment s decrsmn to change the-..""_:

o recommendatlons of the Royal Cornnnssron m relatlon to the second tler of

. govemance and the 1ssue of Maon seats on the new Auckland Councﬂ

. "Des'ig'n'i'ng ﬁth‘e _S."e:c'oﬂjd'. _Ti'er i

'.The functzons and powers of local boards Were not 1ncluded in the ﬁrst Auckland - e

: :Reform Blll that was passed ander urgency on 13 May 2009 Instead the role of the Sl

] local boards w1ll be the sub_]ect of the Selcct Comm1ttee heanngs 1nto the second

B _'“ Local Govemment Centre AUT “Submlssron to the RoyaI Cornm1ss1on on Aucidand chernance' S

C ‘frony the Local Government Centre” (Aprrl 2008) p 7
-'.621b1d7 forie : :




. 'Auckland Reform B1H whlch is. due to be passed by 24 September 2009 and thetr-_'--

.preclse functlons and powers are hkeiy to be. further deﬁned m the thlrd Auckland'."-: % :

'-_Reform B1H 1o :be 1ntroduced 1n October 2009 and passed by May 2010 The:';;"._:: S

: Assoc1ate Locai Government Mrnlster (and now Chalr of the Auckiand Governance':: : o

Seleet Cormmttee) the Hon John Carter has 1ndlcated that the Government 13'.5:"-_}

C -mterested 1n the publrc s VleWS on the desrgn of the second trer and that there are stﬂf B - g

‘a 1ot of detalis that have not yet been de01ded 53 e S

: _The Government S preferred solutlon of Iocal boards has, however ’oeen cntlelsed as L

‘& clear departure from the Royal Commzssrons recomrnendauon of srx" “localz'_._'_':_'."_.'_;-_'..5'-

. 'councrls w1th extenswe functrons The Commrssmn 1tself has cntrcrsed thef'j_'

N Government 5 decrsmn through recent statements by Commlssmn Cha;r the Hon i

- Justlce Peter Salmon

' -"':These 20 30 local boards wouid be o0 small to engage effectwely w1th the local-'j iy

* council.: Twenty to”thirty local-councils will .make it difficiit for the- Auckland R

~Council to effectweiy oversée and monitor what is g6ing on; and the terptation R

‘then’of course, is to’ say-we’ll do it alb ourseives “The: Auckland Council would _ - R
almost certainly become directly involved in local issues to the detriment of the © 7

: nnportant regional ‘is§ues. “Twenty ‘to- thirty " local ‘councils will be" much ‘more .- O
- expensive -tothe ratépayers  of “Auckland- ‘than - the: “gix ‘councils that' 'we
- recomimended. If local conngils are to-operate:as useful entities and not just be
. ""_advocates for their commumtles ‘théy will néed:6ffices and &taff, ‘and that’ s gomg = G
IS s mvolve consrderable drsruptlon Hew facﬂlt]es provrded and addmonal expense RSy

| -'_.The Government s explanatlon for the departure Was that the Com1mssron S:

' 'irecommendatlons “fall to provrde for a coherent allocatlon of functronal roles between L T

- the 1st and 2nd trers "65 Such an analysrs is- arguably correct Havrng deorded on a:' e

' "two trer structure the Royal Commzssxon looked extensrvely at the i 1ssue of how many'- o

econd tler councﬂs/boards there should be, but negleeted to adequately con51der the:'f'_ e

| '.___hnk between ﬁ.mctlons and powers i

.The Royal Commlssmn determmed that the'“]ocai councrls” would not be local ST

authorltles under the 2002 Act (and would therefore have fewer powers than the

3 ’ex1st1ng counexls) but that the new local counells wouId nevertheless have

: 'responmblhty for Iocal deltvely of a wrde range of functtons (as set out 1n Schedule 3' -.3:

New Zealand Government “TaEung the Next Step on Auckiand’s Future wrth Your Help (l] May. S _' ._ S

: ~2009) Press Releage,

R 6" Radic New Zealand Natronal Mommg Report { June 2009) T 2

& Cabinet Paper “Royal Commission on Auckiand Govemanee Proposed ngh Leve] Response” (6 B
Aprtl 2009), paragraphSl SRS S S -



: _.of the Commlssmns ploposed Bdl 1nclud1ng processmg bulldmg consents grafﬁtr-'."'.'..- L

o '_'removal food premzses hcensmg, amrnal control mamtammg local parks, etc) e

The Royal C01r1mrss10ns recommendatrons do not adequately deal w1th the hnk:'.._

"'between functlons and powers If the second-ner entrtles are to be respons1b1e to-___._.

| -._ratepayers for servrce dehvery of the func’nons proposed by the Commlsswn they e

= -fmust have adequate powers to undertake these ﬁanctlons effectlvely For example the:;_- - o

':'powers to levy rates employ staff and zmpose bylaws The opt1ons proposed by thef'i_-”.f-'_f- R

Government were hmrted to. those optlons that prov1ded for the proper alrgnment of_._._: S

--_func‘uons and powers S

3-'Justlce Salmond has not yet prov1ded an answer to thls crrtlcrsm The Royal;f;:_.f'-':

. Comnnssmn Charr was recently quoted in- The Independent as cnt1c1s1ng the

' :. Govemment’s chotce of 20 30 local boards notlng that the srx councrls recommended 'f o o

B "-by the Comm1551on would not have resulted in the contrnuatron of old nvalnes as - _: |

.'.-“they would ‘have lrrmted powers no assets of therr own and staff would be L

| o accountable to the Auckland Councrl chlef executlve e Justlce Salmond does not R L

' '..however address the i 1ssue of how such counczls w1th lnnlted powers and no assets

B .Would carry out the functlons that the Commrsswn recommended they be responsmlei'f'- S

| fOr

B '.The Auckland Drstnct Law Somety agreed that functlons and powers must be alrgned"'_"'- Lot

o :rn 1ts recent subrmss:on to the Auckiand Governance Leglslatlon Select Commlttee'_'-;_:__':"_ -;.31__'_ o

' -hearmgs The Socrety argued that the second Auckland Reform Btll must ensure that -

__local boards are g1ven sufﬁczent powers to perform the functrons glven to them : -': S i

-;The Hon Rodney Hlde responded to Justrce Salmond’s cntlctsm by pomtmg out the:"": T

-fazlures of the Commlssron 5 model notmg that the s1x large councrls proposed by the__ _. = Co

: Commlssmn “wouldn t have a role because they wouldn t have any staff or budget of - e

'_"fthelr own, 1t would all be controlled by the Auckland Counctl 7o The Mmrster went i

86 eThe changmg face of the supe1~01ty 1s the Govt reshapmw 1ts refonn'?” (l6 July 2009) The

o Independent.

" Bernard Orsman “Plea to gwe local boards real clout (24 Juiy 2009) The New Zeaiand Her a]a’
58 Radro New Zealand Natxonal Mornmg Repor g (5 June 2009) R




.':_on to say that the key outcome for the Government is achlevmg the oné. mayor, one__:'-_' g

- COunczl structure whrle preservmg local representatlon He stated that . SR

{We want} to set out in Statute the roIe of the tocal boards That s whele our work:-:- S e
- focus s concentrated ‘on andthat's why we’re’ havmg the -discussion with all". .+ " T
' ‘Aucklanders, because for the Auckland Couicil: 10 work, it needs to focusTon'the

brg reg1ona] issues, but we Want the ]ocal boards p1ck1ng up the iocal lssues

' _-"'For this reason the Govemment S preference of 20 30 second tier }oca1 boards 1s not'_._'._._ Sl

completely at’ odds w1th the RoyaI Commxssmn s dlsmlssal of 20 second t1e1_j'-_j"'.'_ S

: Councxls as the Comm1ss1on was proposmg a dlfferent role for the councﬂs than the___.: Py

' g Government The Royai Comrmssron dlsnussed the 20 councﬂ modeI very qurckly,.-_'{'_'_-

| '_f_notmg that such a model Would 1mpose hrgh transrtlonal costs on. ratepayers cause:-_ . B

s -major dlsruptron to exzstmg staff and servzces, requlre new headquarters and serv1ces--" L

'. centres to be estabhshed at htgh capztal cost and may result in councﬂs that do not"'.:. R

have the seaie or capaczty % dea1 with some functlons, for example planrung consents SR o

| In addltion the Commlssron consrdered that such a: model rlsks the unztary authonty_":; S

L bemg unabIe to effectlvely oversee all 20 local councrls o

'Wh]Ie these concerns are vahd 1f the “local councﬂs ‘are to be respons1ble for the-'_._.._ _ S

'many and Vaned service dellvery functrons proposed by the Commlsszon the_'_-.;"-"." =

.:"Government recognlsed that these problems do not anse if the second taer 3s glven S

'-hmlted foncﬁons, and’ that local boards Would be more effectrve at engagmg Wlth.'.:_-' i

o '_local communltles 1f they covered a smaller geographlc area : _ﬁ e

The Government consrdered a number of optlons for the second t1er that correctiy_' S

| .. ahgned functlons and powers mcludmg the power to raxse funds as foIlows

T _'Co'himun'iry _'coun'cfzs- B

- Thrs optlon mvolved creatlon of a smgle councﬂ for reglon w1de 1ssues _
- __and connnunlty councds to deal thh Iocal 1ssues -"The communlty councﬂs would

| have been snnﬂar to the exrstmg }ocal authontres, but have constramed powers such

o :that the s1ng1e reglonai body would be able to effecnve]y rmplement pohc1es and

: __plans deahng wrth reglon-wrde 1ssues such as transport and other rnfrastructure

The opt1on is’ sumlar to the status quo but removes some of the current 1oca1

_authontzes powers It is also s:umiar to the Roya} Commlssron s preferred model m

"’5‘iibic1.




o3

S _' terms of the functlons and scaie of its proposed "local councﬂs" but glves the

' :Ievel

_ 'The Govemment noted that 1t had "g1ven semous con51deratron“ to thls optron but_ L

stated that 1t would be more costly, and could lead to the re emergence of tensrons S S

._-.between councrls m the regton In other Words 1t 1s too smular to the status quo
..'-Communiaf’"C'ouﬂcﬂs '-fpufc'hasmg" mb‘del _- L

: Thrs structure is sumlar to the Communlty Councﬂs model above but wrth even g j-' i

'_ : greater constramts on: the powers of the commumty eouncrls It was not further _' B

- expiamed m the Govemment s eabmet papers or in the Royal Commtsswn Report
) :The Govemrnent stated that 1t was not con51stent thh the umtary counerl model _
“and.. 1nv01ves mventmg new powers and relatlonshlps at both regronal aud Iocai I_ e '

levels "

- Co'ht'murtib»"Boards': i

' Thls optlon mvolved one umtary councﬂ wrth numerous commumty boards ': RN

~ underneath. Under thls optron the boards wouid he srmtlar to the current commumty e

board structure in that they would have very ltmlted powers, and have the sole

'_'.functxon of advocatmg for the loeal comrnumtles

The Govemment re ected thlS 0 txon notm that "1nsufﬁc1ent owers are Ieft at the:_'i."' R
J P g P S

_ ' Iocal level u

S z:acaz_eafas L

- The Government s preferred opt1on was: therefore the one mvoIvmg “loeai boards” s

i 'wrth hm:ted functlons and powers Thzs opt1on i similar to the Royai Commlssron § S

: recommendatlons wzth respect to the powers grven 1o the an tier (very hmrted), but

".-'d1ffers in that 1t does not seck. to g1ve the second tler the vast responsrbzhtres

- suggested ’oy the Royal Commissmn

L Cabrnet Paper “Roya] Commtssron on Auck]and Governanee Proposed ngh Leve] Response” (6 '
~April 2009); paragraph 55 JEE R R Sl Lo
Ib1d paragraph 55 B




The need fora corT: elatlon between functmns and powers creates a dlfﬁculty for the':_ li

. _' Government -and also for submrtters at the Select Comrmttee In order to strxke the_ T

'-_approprrate balance between efﬁcrency and democracy, local boards must have more'_ B

_.than a mere advocacy role but the beneﬁts of cohesrveness and mtegratron requ lre“" S

fimited powers at the second t1er Thrs wrll be a key con51deratron 1n detennlmng the L

final de51gn of the local govemment structure and wle hkely reqmre detarled yet-'.;;"{

: _-_'rlrmlted delegatlons of power to local boards

s «w_s NtAbOtRIts Abtnght .

'The Govemment also reJected the Royal Commrssmns reco:nmendatron that there : i

- should be 3 Maor1 representatlves on the Auckland Councll Instead the Govemment:." i L

| 'noted that the Local Electoral Act 2001 allows for Maorl wards and/or constrtuenc1es'_::"_'-' S

. 'to be 1mplemented by resolutlon of the Councﬂ or by a poll of electors, where that rs'-'__-_- | -

: .demanded by 5% of enrolled electors

" Currently, the Local cova%mﬁent _Aa’z“o'o'z -réquife's'_1aca1*_jauthci-ieesj_fa: -

o - anure they prov1de opportunltles for Maorr to contrrbute to demsron—'_ : _' o

makmg processes (sectron 14( 1)(d))

e _Estabhsh and marntam processes to provrde opportumtles for Maor1 to" R

B _-.'_contrrbute to deczszon-makmg processes (sectron 81(1)(a)), ST Cn

e | ':Cons1der ways in whlch they can foster the development of Maorr capacrty ' '

' '_to contrrbute to deClSIOH makmg processes (sectron 81( 1)(b))

jf . 'Pm'vide' releVan_t _ihfo_rma't‘idn _tb- Ma“ori (sécrion' -8 1’(_1')(¢));- andi. _-3 iretind

e ;_Where an optlon mvolves a srgmﬁcant decrsron 1n relatron to land or A

- _’:body of water take mto account the relatlonshrp of Maon and thelr culture - o T

s and tradrtlons wrth thetr ancestral land water, s1tes wahr tapu valued ﬂora B

| and fauna and other taonga (SectIOIl 77(1)(0))
- :_Maoa, including'the' Ma'ofi '_Paﬂy;.wirr-ther'efore'need-'to fconside’r fﬁéiféﬁb‘tin:gf e

Whether these ex1strng mechamsms allow for suft‘rc1ent Maor'i i

o representatlon




.__.:_..41_:.:_

S _-'."Ifﬁ'ot,-'fthé 'ﬂaws-inheféﬁf._iﬁt'the'se eX'istiﬁg"rﬁ'eéhani_s'ms;-_ _an'a &

e : A preferred model for ensurmg Maon representatzon If thzs is sunply the ; g

_Royal Commzssron recommendatrons then the arguments wrll be :

= __--_Stralghtforward However there may be other models proposed by Maon _- o

{durmg the Select Commlttee process L

- There Wlll be some accommodatlon glven to a mmlmum or guaranteed Maorl V01ce, S S S

o : 'although it may not 'oc 1n exactly the form recommended by the Royal Commlssmn g i

| '_ The Prrme M;mster has stated that the Government s dec151on 18 not “set 1n stone” SEEE

. ._:(New Zealand Herald 4 May 2009) and the Auel{land Governance LegISIatr 5 n Se}eetl' .. -. .

S_Commlttee formed a subcommrttee chalred by Nat1onal MP Tau Henare to hear R

| .submrsswns from Maorr at marae around Auckland in July These moves suggest that 3':-:_ i ey

o a compromlse is hker

o "Indeed the questlon of Maorr representatmn w1th1n the new governance structure for

: Auckland has proven to- be one of the most contentlous 1ssues facrng the Government Bt

'Although the Prlme Mrmster downplayed the rmpact of the ‘Super Clty H1k01 (Post'_": et =

_.Cabmet Press Conference 25 May 200972), 1t 1s clear that there is consrderab]e'

S pressure on the Government to recons1der 1ts decrs1on not to adopt the Commissmn gl

- _ :recommendatrons for. Maorl seats on the Auckland Councrl Examples of lobbymg on:

the zssue mcludes as follows

@ -.: 5 June Dr Plta Sharples sald he remains hopcful the Government Wlll

e allow Maor: to have seats on Auckland's planned Super Crty counc;l Dr R i

R '_-:3:Sharples sa1d he met the ane Mlmster John Key, and IWl Ieaders earher:_, : S

:'that Week to d1scuss Maon seats bemg part of the crtys new 1nfrastructure

o (Super Maorl, Radlo New Zealand Newsw1re i 05 06 2009 05: 03 48) . e

(b) -'.-'._25 June Wa:takere Councrl expressed 1ts support for Maorr"_"-"".' .

: _.'representatlon on the Auckland Counc1l and all councils throughout New;’_.:: ': Cns
.'.___:"Zealand (Waltakere Auckland Councrl should have Maorl Seats Radlo _':-_ﬁ
New Zealand Newsw1re S 25 (}6 2009 13 36 45 / Clty backs Maon e

o .'-"'.'seats Westem Leader 30 June 2009)




i _(c')'_ 4. July The DommlonPost reported that the 1ssue of Maon scats on the e
. _-new unlﬁed Auckland councﬂ would get a spemal hearlng from a_.-.-'f S

.__'subcommlttee set up to hear from Maorr The su’ocommrttee of the -

'_Auckland Governance Leglslatlon select commrttee wou]d hear__'-' S

By -_subm1ss1ons at three marae in Auckland the followmg week (Maon seats'l::::."-":'_:"f' b

_' ﬁ-hearmg, Dom Post 4 July)

i .(d) : .'.'6 July The New Zealand Herald reported that Rodney H1de and hls e
. -_--Natlona] Party coahtzon partner are phllosophlcaliy OPpose d to Maonf:tf L
:seats On the other hand Phll Goff is scathmg of the Government‘ o
i :handhng of the Super Crty and says the select commlttee pro(;ess is a o
~ belated chance for Aucklanders to have a say Labour has alWays-ﬁ_._ﬁ._: S
:supported the 1dea of a umtary councﬂ but supports stronger more';._-'_. i
"-':'-'effectlve second tler representatlon and all councﬂlors eIected by wards " e
'_'he sa1d It also supports Maorr seats " (Governance Heanngs for Super'_z'._::-__ g L

' '..'.-:Cxty under way, NZ Herald 6 July)

2 I_ :- (e) '-6 July Ngatr Whatua told a select commlttee hearmg that it would be ev1l._:.:';:':._.:_-'.. o

' ._:-_for Maorz not to have seats on the new Auckland Councﬁ A Ngatr.: i

- ":Whatua trustee Nganmu Blalr told MPs the current councxl structure treats . : 5 i

';Maon hke a rrsk needmg to be managed The Iwzs submlssmn Suggests_'.f:'-'ﬁ-__ '. _.;:1:3

:-_two Maon seats on the Auckland super counc11 one from Ngatl Whatua, G
'_..'.and one from Tamm elected by Maorx roll voters A Select Commlttee"':_;.. P

a5 _member and Labour MP the Hon Shane Jones says the iwi put forward a G

S ;::.strong case But the Comrmttees chalr the Hon Jolm Carter says 1t would-_"."':.:'..'__'.ﬁ &
S ..be 1nappropnate to comment on the issue yet (Royal Ngat1 Radlo New R
o _Zealand Newswu'e — 06 07 2009 03: 31 45) S

(f) ?}._'10 July Tamul also expressed 1ts obJectlon to refusal to allow Maorl
: :_seats The trlbes executlve chamnan Tuku Morgan sa1d Were":___il.__-.-:
_".'rnvestmg sagmﬁcant amounts of money m thiS 01ty and what do we get"::_ S
“Nil, none, korel(au 1ts easy to ﬁnd the words to descrlbe nothmg o

. % _"_(Tnbe plans to spend $80m on luxury hotel NZ Herald 10 July 2009) . |

™. Spike Mountjoy “PM's Presser Super C]ty H1k01 Non-Toxzc’” (The Prir ime Mlnlsters Post Cabmet . R
Press Conference Monday 25 May, 2{)(}9) : RERINCR RS




(e
T _.by supPorters of Maorr seats on the proposed Auckland Counc11 The vxgﬁ"_ : B e
| .come1ded w1th the start of select commlttee hearmgs on the super crty o
| :'plans, Wrth Maorr representatron on the new . councrl among the 1ssues:"i_'-:'
B bemg rarsed Orgamser Helen Te Hrra Says the 1dea to gather on one’ of _.

o _:Auckland’s most 1comc spots 1s a sxmple and effectrve way to keepﬁ.f;'-f-”- i

10 July Mormng Vrglls took place on the summrt of Mt Eden thls week.-'. R

'-_:attentron on the i 1ssue that Maorl want to be properly represented (Maorr. i i

| _-seat Supporters retreat to sacred mountam Auck!and C1ty Harbour News

5 10 July)

EUR
| "'_':Shore councﬂs wzll Wreld neW poll results at’ parlzamentary commrttee
; .hearlngs thrs week to turn up the heat agamst Government proposals for_.:_':‘-':_.:._. i =
' the. Auckland Super Clty Resrdents were dlvxded on the i issue: of Maon B

o -seats whrch the Wartakere councrl supports but Were favoured by 42 per:_';’.';__.: S

13 July The New Zealand Herald reported that Wa1takere and North -_;::;_

L cent of those polled compared w1th 44 per cent agalnst (Councrls e ed _
: and ready, NZ Herald 13 Juiy) e STER o




