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MEMORANDUM OF COUNSEL FOR PACIFIC PARK INVESTMENTS 
LIMITED ON THE DEFINITIONS (PART) STAGE 2 & 3 PROPOSAL 

May it please the Panel: 

1 This Memorandum is filed on behalf of Pacific Park Investments 
Limited (Pacific Park), submitter 3459 on the proposed Replacement 
District Plan (pRDP).   

2 Pacific Park is not filing any additional evidence on the Definitions 
Chapter, but relies on evidence and legal submissions in the Central 
City Chapter in support of its submission for a definition of ‘late-
night sale of alcohol’ to be included in the pRDP.   

3 Pacific Park’s submission originally sought that the definition read: 

“The sale of alcohol until 4.00am.” 

4 The CDHB was concerned at the use of the word “alcohol” in the 
objective as it could be seen as encouraging the consumption of 
alcohol rather than encouraging the establishment of activities in 
the Central City (which incidentally sell alcohol). 

5 That was not the submitters’ intention.  It is the words “late night” 
that require a definition and the use of the following words and 
specific reference to “alcohol” is not necessary. 

6 An issue was raised at the Central City hearing with the phrase 
“until 4am” as it implied that across all parts of the precinct 
premises which sell alcohol were encouraged to trade until 4.00am.  
In particular, the Crown considered it would be inconsistent with the 
CCRP because the definition implies at a policy level that 
entertainment and hospitality precincts are uniformly suitable for 
the sale of alcohol until 4.00am. 

7 Pacific Park’s opening legal submissions on Chapter 13 dated 
15 February 2016 responded to that issue, stating: 

7.1 that was not the intention of the submission.  It was simply to 
get certainty that the predominant type of hospitality is 
included;  

7.2 the concern could be addressed by making the definition “up 
to 4.00am” or “up to a maximum of 4.00am” to make it 
clear it is the top of a range;  and 

7.3 that it does not flow from the inclusion of a definition of ‘late-
night sale of alcohol’ that applicants for a resource consents 
can expect liquor licenses to be granted until 4.00am as those 
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two Acts are completely separate and have different 
purposes.   

8 Pacific Park requests that the Panel considers the definition of “late 
night” in the context of bars and restaurants trading in an 
entertainment precinct at the hearing on the Definitions Chapter.  
Counsel will attend and present submissions. 

Dated:  3 March 2016 

 

 
_______________________________ 
JM Appleyard  
Counsel for Pacific Park Investments Limited  


