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Spoken submission opposing the proposed Urban Intensification Plan

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to my submission today.

I'd like to start with two Press headlines. The first reads: “Queenstown risks becoming the

next Barcelona, and locals are afraid” (20/7/25). We were in Barcelona, (mid-June), when
locals protested against over-tourism, which they say is ‘killing’ the city, and they are being
driven out. And speaking to the locals, they said most rental accommodation in town, was

now Airbnb, and the few available ones were unaffordable.

After a week there, we went to Portugal and we biked from Porto down to Lisbon (a
comparison here would be, roughly Christchurch to Dunedin), which took 12 days. Every day
we biked through and stayed in tourist towns very similar to Queenstown and Wanaka, (ie
catering mainly for tourists). It was brilliant, no high rises blocking views, no infrastructure
problems, or traffic issues. Most locals live, and certainly all worker accommodation is, on
the outskirts of town. The town centres are geared for visitors.

What they have done is the complete opposite to this proposed plan. Portugal was founded
in the year 1143, (New Zealand in 1840), so they have 700 years more experience than us,
and larger tourist numbers (Portugal has 34-million visitors per annum and NZ has 3.2-
million). Portugal was a poor country before they made changes and tourism is now 11.9%
of GDP {Ref; National Statistics Institute 2024), and New Zealand’s is 7.5%. Portugal’s Urban
Planners have ensured the tourist towns are not decimated by high rise buildings, so tourism

is booming and the locals have jobs and affordable accommodation. It’s a win-win.

Why don’t we copy countries who have the formula right? The lesson is clear and simple;
Do NOT build high-rise buildings that block views, of the best scenery in the world, and block
sun, especially in winter when roads are icy. And don’t fall for the fallacy that it will provide

affordable worker accommodation. Look at Barcelona.

This brings me to my next Press headline; “Housing hope for workers” (14/8/25). Simplicity

Living announced a $500m project to build 600 apartments on the Ladies Mile, for



affordable long term rental accommodation. It’s located near Remarkable Park, close to
schools, shops and public transport.

Surely, this is the solution to the housing crisis, and it mirrors what they have done in
Portugal, ie leave the CBD for tourists and build workers accommodation on the outskirts of
town. Prohibiting high-rise intensification will future proof the scenic beauty of

Queenstown.

Finally, every day, of our 6-week holiday, we spoke to many people, all of whom asked where
we’re from. When we said ‘New Zealand’, all of them said ‘that’s my number-one place to
go to. I've heard the scenery is beautiful’.

I’'m sure you will agree, that we don’t want to lose that reputation. However, it’s an
accolade we will lose if high-rise buildings block the views of the lake and mountains, which
at the proposed 16.5m permitted height, they most definitely will. (please refer to the
photo of a red helium balloon at this height, in front of our house on Frankton Road, in my

submission).

In summary, the first Press article (about Queenstown becoming the next Barcelona), is the

path we will tread if this Plan Change is approved, in any form. This path will be a disaster.

The second article (about affordable workers accommodation being built on the outskirts of

town), is the path with a clear vision for retaining Queenstown as the famous resort town

with stunning scenery, ensuring prosperity for future generations.

Please reject the proposed Urban Intensification Plan, in its entirety.
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