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Otago Polytechnic Students’ Association

OPSA is comprised of all students of the Otago Polytechnic and has over 10,000 members. OPSA
is overseen by an executive committee who are elected annually by members to represent Otago
Polytechnic students’ interests.

Students range from full-time professional degree students to workers doing night-classes. Members
range from 17 to over 60 year-olds. The average age is around 30 years-old, and the majority are
women.
This membership base is very wide including both permanent local residents and students
temporarily living in the Dunedin. Members live in both the North Dunedin student area, and in all
other areas of the city.

Courses are mostly vocational and include Health Sciences, Sports Institute, Information
Technology, Hospitality, Trades, School of Art, and Architecture.



Proposed New Stadium
Do not contribute significant funds to this project. Its value to the city in no way compares to the
amount the DCC plans to subsidise it. Proposals to spend hundreds of millions on this unnecessary
project make a mockery of claims that “The Council is aware of rates affordability issues within the
city.”
OPSA’s membership is firmly opposed to any significant funds from local bodies being used
to subsidise it. Its value to the region in no way compares to the amount the ORC is required to
subsidise it. OPSA does not support DCC and ORC jointly subsiding a new stadium by more than
10 to 15% of its proposed cost.

Cost versus need
OPSA is supportive of the DCC funding necessary and beneficial projects – but not to the extent
that is proposed to fund the new stadium, and certainly not when we already have a perfectly
serviceable stadium with a proud history.

Consultation & survey
Last year’s ORC/DCC postal survey was flawed and should not be regarded. Many rate payers only
received a single ballot where there may have been different opinions to be represented. This makes
a mockery of the result and it can not necessarily be considered as a significantly valid indication of
rate payer support.
Also students were not largely included, despite being indirect rate payers. We hope that this will
mean increased consideration of the opinion of student representatives on this matter in this DAP
process.
Further, we do not consider the information surrounding survey to be adequate for participants to
have made a properly informed decision.  There was no clear public picture as to the real cost,
ownership, the real financial impacts, vested interests, the misleading ‘targeted’ rates tag, etc.

Even if it was not flawed the survey’s very slim majority (52.5%) support for the stadium is not an
adequate mandate for such significant public money to be spend on it.

Risk
OPSA is concerned about the risk supporting such a project opens the DCC up to. It is a safe bet
that either the actual costs will be higher than projected, or the end product less that what has been
touted. It is of extreme concern the DCC/rate-payers will be only body able (and thus expected) to
make up the short fall.
If the final building is to be less quality that touted by the CST, any downgrading of the building
specs should be put to the public again so they are being consulted on what they are actually
getting, as opposed to a PR vision.

Running costs
Who will fund the running costs of the stadium? There is a potentially large risk here for the DCC
that is not accounted for. OPSA notes that no permanent residents have been found yet.

Attraction of top-level acts?
It is claimed that the stadium will be multi-function and used for things such as attracting top level
concerts etc to Dunedin. Indeed based on the experiences of other stadium projects this is the only
financial viable way to run a large stadium as solely hosting sports do not pay its way.
However, this overlooks the fact that most top level acts do not avoid Dunedin because of a lack of
venue - they avoid Dunedin because of a lack of tickets sales. A new stadium will not change this.
Indeed OPSA notes the comments by 2 of New Zealand’s top promoters they are not likely to even
consider Dunedin as a venue with or with out such a stadium.



No new relative public benefit
The stadium appears to bring no new facilities to the region that can not already be done somewhere
else. There is no relative public benefit to a highly subsidised stadium. Other than the potential to
attract higher levels games, there is no new benefit to the public – ie tickets prices will not drop
despite a significant rates increase to fund it.

User-pays
OPSA finds it bizarre that local authorities with their love – and policy - for user-pays should be
considering substantially subsidising a new stadium. The limited areas stadiums create growth for
should pay the majority of the costs.

Increased Dunedin North behavioural problems
Please be warned that placing a rugby stadium in the Dunedin North area will predictably increase
student behaviour problems in the area that we are already having problems controlling. Thus
building a new stadium in the proposed location creates this predictable situation that does not help
achieve a safe city. To be blunt, OPSA will be firmly placing blame with the DCC after the fist of
many street “riots” occurs.

Increased parking problems
The area already has endemic parking problems. A stadium can not be considered unless it has
appropriate parking facilities or effective public transport access. Both problems have been
addressed in the area but with little substantial success.

Traffic-flow issues
OPSA is also concerned by the building of a large stadium in an area that has only one significant
exit path in the direction most users will be heading. The proposed location is likely to create a
serious bottleneck as people leave events and head south towards the city, one-way system, and
harbour side routes. The current location with its multiple exists can already be a problem, limiting
this to a single exit will be disastrous.

Roof
It is not clear if the proposed cost includes the roof. Significant expenditure on a new stadium
without a roof would be of little or no new benefit. OPSA would prefer the cheaper option of
roofing the current stadium if a roofed stadium is deemed necessary for the city.



OP Student Opinion on a New Stadium (2007)

OPSA conducted its own informed survey by e-mail to all OP students:

Lack of Support
63% of respondents do not support a new stadium compared to 37% who do support a new
stadium1. However, this support drops to 24% if it involves increases to rates, or flow-on increases
in rents. This is reasonably close to the original residents’ survey with 66% against, and 22% for a
new stadium.
It should also be noted that many of the supporters commented that they only supported a new
stadium if it could secure top level international rugby games, and/or if was truly multi-purpose.

Need
Only 16% of all respondents believe a stadium is needed. Even stadium supporters are not
convinced it is needed; 32% of stadium supporters do not believe Dunedin actually needs a new
stadium.

Who should pay?
The majority of respondents did not believe a new stadium should be funded by rates or rent
increases; 58% opted for a $0 increase in rates or rent to pay for a new stadium. Only 25% would
pay extra rates or rent to fund a new stadium (largely, but not exclusively supporters).
Irrespective of supporting the stadium or not, almost 100% of respondents believed the majority of
the stadium should be funded privately (eg private funding, sponsorship, user-pays, etc), instead of
from rates or Council money.

How much?
58% of respondents believe the DCC/ORC should not subsidise the project at all. Only 25%
believed it should be subsidised by local authorities. The overall average subsidy respondents
believe should be made by local authorities is 13%.
The overall average rates increase respondents would pay was $42 per annum.

 Spending Priorities
55% of respondents though improved public transport and parking should be the DCC’s number
one spending priority. Of the stadium supporters 32% believe a new stadium should be the top
spending priority, 28% of supporters believe public transport and parking should be the top
spending priority.

                                                  
1 Replies received after the close of the survey strongly suggest support for the stadium is actually lower that stated
here.



Some comments from stadium supporters:

• Current carisbrook would be ok with a roof
• Why not the same thing as ILT in southland where money from alcohol, etc goes back into the community
• Only if not excessive. Why not tear down existing structures at Carisbrook and errect new ones? Got to be

cheaper??? IF the new stadium goes ahead in the planned site, 300 car parks is extremely insufficient.
Student parking should be incorporated into the project, as it is becomming more and more common
for students to own cars, or to have to travel distances to get to tek, or are adult students who have to
bring a car as live too far away and need to drop off children to school on the way (as in my case).
Parking is more of an issue every year, and will only continue to worsen. This is a way of lessening the
stress involved for students trying to find a park that is less than 15 mins brisk walk away, and a
means of revenue, provided it is a reasonable student rate for parking costs and is managed well to
avoid damage or disrespect.

• A NEW STADIUM IN THE LONG RUN ITS GONNA BRING MORE ATTRACTIONS TO DUNEDIN
• I think Dunedin needs to look into the future so we stay a place for vistors to visit. Dunedin is sending out a

peception of negative business growth. Having a stadium with a roof will set Dunedin apart from other
citys. as the saying you have to spend money to make money ie good investments

• We have a 120 year old stadium that is not conducive to even hosting A-level sports meets anymore.  It is
in a location also not ideal for its purpose.  A new multi-use stadium with a roof (leading the country
with regard to this) in a more central location would be a tremendous asset to the city and to the
region.  Let's have the stadium thanks.

• I think it does to bring back some of the international games etc
• A new stadium is just what Dunedin needs.  Carisbrook is old and crusty.
• I'd love to see the stadium happen, as long as the costs have been distributed evenly and fairly to all
• What would it mean for ticket prices - we usually stand on the terrace for $15, hmm, will it even have a

terrace?  pity to lose that atmosphere
• It would be great for WWE wrestling. Last year they went to Wellington. This year they came to Wellington

and Christchurch. I bet they would come to Dunedin with the new stadium.
• Every city needs a new stadium. Currently Carisbrook is a joke
• Only if it incompasses other sports (other than rugby) and really is a multi purpose venue. It seems to me

the main beneficary the rugby union (otago and nz) is keeping very quiet and their wallet closed. Is it
worth while pouring money into a new stadium when they are struggling to even fill Carisbrook at the
moment, they can bearly give tickets away.  If it is indeed a multi purpose stadium it could be a real
asset to Dunedin.

• Fundraising is important too. Remember when lancaster park in christchurch was building/up-dating
to jade stadium, there was a sock fundraiser and lots of posters to show how much the public have
donated.

Some comments from stadium objectors:

• As the current carisbrook stadium is privately owned by the ORFU, the new stadium should be privately
funded.  Dunedin ratepayers should not have to pay for a privately owned venture

• The entire idea is stupid and a waste of money.  With the declining numbers of spectators (probably due to
the way that rugby is now forced down our throats every weekend for months and months of the year) at
the current games there is no way to make the money wasted back.

• No theres nothing wrong with the one we have.
• They need to upgrade the old one but not neccassarily replace it. A the new stadium will bring money into

the community blah blah but it will also take money away!! if they were to upgrade the old one back to
international standard it would benefit the community more.

• I've lived here since 1972 so I am a local. I'm not into rugby. I'd rather the council put money into motorbike
riding areas. More parking around uni-polytech would be fantastic. Build a big carpark where the stadium
is proposed being built. There is too much closed door proceedings going on at council level. Anyone
would think they were running a family business.

• New Zealand Rugby is not making any money so there is no reason to think that building a new stadium in
Dunedin will bring the returns or the crowds, much better to upgrade the existing facility.

• Future world oil shortages suggest that people wont be able to afford to get to Dunedin let alone the cost of
bringing teams here.

• It would be good to get some private sponserships in there....even if it is obly to help keep the rates down



• I will not stay in Dunedin if it is saddled with debt for a stadium that is a white elephant.
• Why should the rate payer be put further into debt for a stadium, when roading is put aside. The council

need to enter the real world where you can not spend money that you do not have. If a few councilors
want a stadium they can fund rase for it and build it when they have the money. As we know the price of
$200 million will not cover the cost as when has a quote ever come under budget?

• DCC has proposed to pay $90M of the staudium costs and another $72M will be accrued in intrest in
paying this off.  I do not think this is a burden that the city can afford, let alone the inevitable rent
increase which will be passed on to students.  I think this will make Otago University and the Polytech a
less desirable place to study if the living costs are the same as Wellington or Christchurch.

• New Zealand has plenty of stadiums and sports facilities.
• Dunedin is a large provincial town, it needs to stop thinking it's in the same league as Chc, Well, & Alk. The

$180m project is a waste of money.
• We still wont have the population base to attract big games and international bands. A the average

dunedin resident will not have ready access to the new stadium, regardless of what Farry etc say. if we
will not benifit directly (after all we will still have to pay for tickets to games and gigs) then we shouldn't
have to pay. put the responsibility onto the shoulders of the businesses that will benifit. Also, since there
will still only be the same amount of people in Punedin, and Carisbrooke is rarely filled to capacity, what
is the point? especially when games etc aren't guaranteed.

• If anyone thinks that by having a new stadium Dunedin citizens will benefit they're just kidding themselves.
We don't have the population base to support it and it won't get used. Council should be looking at ways
of reducing rates (just another tax) and not considering backing projects that ultimately are just there to
glorify a few local businessmen's names and give them an ego trip.

• Maybe if it was a multipurpose facility (still cant see any big bands coming to play in dunedin we just don't
have the population). I can see this becoming a big financial stuff up which rate payers will have to deal
with. Reclaimed land????????? Parking??????? Security for polytechnic (especially art school) and
university??????? To me it seems they have chosen one of the most congested areas in dunedin for the
stadium to go.

• Dunedin is a small city. Carisbrook Stadium has more than enough seating capacity for the majority of
events held. $200 million would be better spent helping those in need rather than for entertainment.

• We have a stadium just update it, and the rugby union should pay for the majority of costs.
• Up grade the one we have.
• I dont know how much rates are. rent shouldnt go up if your allowance doesn't
• I dont agree having a stadium near polytech for noise that will be disturbing and parking spaces that is

already so limited for students.
• Dunedin dosent need another stadium there is nothing wrong with the old one


