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REBUTTAL EVIDENCE FROM DR MARJORIE MANTHEI  

on behalf of Victoria Neighbourhood Association Inc [Submission #3611 and FS5068] 

  

INTRODUCTION 

  

1 My full name is Marjorie Manthei.  I am submitting this Rebuttal on behalf of the 

Victoria Neighbourhood Association Inc (VNA), a residents association operating since 

1989 (incorporated in 2011) with 106 financial members and 30 – 40 additional 

residents who are involved in issues directly related to trading hours on Victoria Street. 

 

2 Additional information about the VNA and my roles in the association is included in 

my Statement of Evidence (#3208) covering 13.8.5 (now Chapter 21.5), Central City 

Specific Purpose (Hospital) Zone, paras 1 – 5 (pages 3 – 4). 

 

3 The following additional information about the VNA is relevant to this Rebuttal: 

 

3.1 The VNA has been actively involved in alcohol licensing matters and 

consultation on the Local Alcohol Policy (LAP) since 2012. 

 

3.2 This includes formal objections to specific alcohol licenses to trade later than 

1:00 am on Victoria Street1, deputations to the City Council on the LAP, 

extensive consultation with residents in the area on alcohol matters and approved 

status as an ‘interested party’ for the pending Provisional Local Alcohol Policy 

(PLAP) appeals process.2 

 

4 The following additional information about my role is relevant to this Rebuttal: 

 

4.1 I am one of two designated VNA spokespersons on alcohol matters and the LAP. 

 

4.2 In September 2015, I was invited to join the Community Group of the Sale + 

Supply of Alcohol Act Strategic Leadership Group established by the Health 

Promotion Agency. 

                                                      
1 e.g. Revival Bar, Tequila Mockingbird, The Bog, Cruz, Calendar Girls. 

2 The VNA supports in full the PLAP, particularly the provision that Victoria Street is designated as Central City 

Area 2¸ with trading hours no later than 1:00 am. 
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4.3 Since its inception, I have acted as the contact person for the Victoria Precinct 

Alcohol Accord group and have also been the residents’ representative on the 

Victoria Streetscape Project (similar to a Business Association). 

Attachment 1:  Map showing the boundaries of the VNA and licensed premises on Victoria 

Street with trading hours later than 1:00 am (page 16). 

 

SCOPE 

 

5 This Rebuttal focuses on Briefs of Evidence from submitters listed in para 6 below, 

covering the following submission points which the VNA opposes: 

 

5.1 extending the Entertainment and Hospitality Precinct in the Victoria area to 

include The Carlton Bar and Eatery (The Carlton), 1 Papanui Road; 

 

5.2 classifying Victoria Street as part of Central City Category A; 

 

5.3 amending the objectives and policies related to the purpose and trading hours of 

licensed premises on or near Victoria Street.   

 

6 The specific Evidence referred to in this Rebuttal are from the following submitters: 

 

 James Turton Murdoch (Papanui Road Ltd) #3685 + FS5017, 16/1/16 

 Daniel Ian Thorne (Papanui Road Ltd), 14/1/16 

 Maxwell Cranfurd Bremner (Pacific Park) #3459 + FS5045,  14/1/16 

 Stuart Raymond Dodd (Canterbury District Health Board) #3696 + FS5063, 

14/1/16 

 Mark David Stevenson (Christchurch City Council), 16/12/15 

 

EXTENDING THE ENTERTAINMENT AND HOSPITALITY PRECINCT  

 

7 Papanui Road Ltd (#3685) requested rezoning to include The Carlton (1 Papanui Road) 

in the Entertainment and Hospitality Precinct (EHP) that covers Victoria Street.  The 

reasons given include its longevity, proximity to Victoria Street and that it serves the 

local community [Schedule 2:  Detailed Submissions and Relief Sought, page 2]. 

 

8 The VNA opposed this submission in full [FS5068] because  
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8.1 it is inconsistent with the Provisional Local Alcohol Policy that clearly shows the 

Precinct stopping at Bealey Avenue; 

 

8.2 depending on the outcome of PLAP appeals, it could extend late night drinking 

outside the proposed area on a permanent basis; 

 

8.3 the Carlton does not serve the local community, as claimed; 

 

8.4 its proximity to the Victoria Street precinct and the Central Business District is 

irrelevant; 

 

8.5 if successful, it could set a precedent for other licensed premises in the same 

vicinity. 

 

9 The statements in the Evidence in Chief of James Turton Murdoch (on behalf of 

Papanui Road Ltd #3685 and FS 5017) that the VNA now rebuts are: 

 

9.1 ‘….[the Carlton] has been, and continues to be, an important social destination 

for the local community and Christchurch as a whole’ [para 10, page 2].  

Although the VNA cannot speak for all of Christchurch, it did consult with as 

many of the VNA residents as we could within the available timeframe3 to 

identify (a) how many consider the Carlton an ’important social destination’ and 

(b) how many frequent the premises often, seldom or never.   

 

We reject Mr Murdoch’s statement on the following grounds: 

 

(a) Of the 60 residents we could contact, almost everyone said they had never 

been there, or had gone once or twice.  Only two said they go regularly, which 

was once every two months or so. 

 

(b) Another two residents thought an exception could be made for the Carlton to 

be included in the Precinct—but were concerned about a potential precedent. 

 

(c) Our conclusion is that the Carlton clearly is not seen as a social destination 

for locals, it is not frequented by those in the immediate area and there is little 

support for extending the Precinct to encompass it. 

                                                      
3 18 December 2015 – 6 January 2016. 
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9.2 ‘The Victoria Street Precinct [Accord] reflects the Entertainment Zone 

boundaries in the Plan with the inclusion of the Carlton site’ [para 12, page 2].  

 

We reject this statement on the following grounds: 

 

(a) Whether the Accord recognises the Carlton as part of the Precinct is 

irrelevant.  The Entertainment and Hospitality Precinct, as shown on the EHP 

overlay map, stops at Bealey Avenue.  This is consistent with the boundaries 

of the Central City used in other contexts and in all consultation documents 

related to the LAP. 

 

(b) Mr Murdoch’s (along with other operators of licensed premises on Victoria 

Street) claim that the Carlton is ‘part of the Victoria Street area’ [para 13, 

page 2] also is irrelevant to decisions related to the District Plan.  The Accord 

is a voluntary agreement, with no status other than that, so membership in the 

group is not a compelling argument for rezoning the EHP. 

 

9.3 ‘The zoning and any overlay (i.e. Entertainment Precinct) in the District Plan is 

also a relevant consideration for the Local Alcohol Policy (which is currently 

being developed) [emphasis added] and any liquor license renewals’ [para 19, 

page 3].   

 

We reject this statement on the following grounds: 

 

(a) The LAP is already developed.  On 16 May 2013, the previous City Council 

unanimously adopted the Draft Local Alcohol Policy (LAP).  After extensive 

consultation, the City Council unanimously adopted the Provisional LAP, 

with only minor changes, on 7 October 2013.  The current City Council 

unanimously agreed to publicly notify the Provisional LAP on 28 May 2015, 

which was actioned on 6 June 2015.4 

 

(b) In both the Draft and Provisional LAPs, Victoria Street is designated as part 

of Central City Area B, with trading hours no later than 1:00 am. 

Attachment 2:  Letter publicly notifying the Draft LAP (page 17). 

                                                      
4 Appeals have now been lodged, with the hearing likely to be held in April or May 2016, according to the Alcohol 

Regulatory and Licensing Authority. 
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(c) We consider it disingenuous on the part of Mr Murdoch to suggest that the 

LAP is in the ‘development’ stage, as well as to omit any reference to the 

proposed l:00 am restriction for licensed premises on Victoria Street. 

 

10 The statement in the Evidence in Chief of Daniel Ian Thorne (on behalf of Papanui 

Road Ltd #3685 + FS5017)  that the VNA rebuts are: 

 

10.1 ‘In my opinion, the inclusion of the Carlton under the EHP would more 

appropriately reflect the situation on the ground, and would ensure an integrated 

and coherent planning framework in which to manage entertainment and 

hospitality activities in this locality’ [para 15, page 4].   

 

We reject this statement on the following grounds: 

 

(a) From residents’ perspective, the negative effects of licensed premises trading 

later than 1:00 am on Victoria Street (and the Carlton on Papanui Road) are 

not being managed effectively now.   

 

(b) The VNA maintains a Log of Disturbances, which currently includes 105 

recorded incidents from those residents who remember to report them.  

Within the last three months, 13 incidents have been reported, including two 

formally recorded noise complaints to the City Council, confirming that 

problems continue despite the Accord and other initiatives taken. 

 

(c) We know from our own and others’ formal observations undertaken at 

intervals that the Carlton contributes to the problems experienced by 

residents.  This is primarily because of its capacity (one of the largest in the 

area) and the frequency of queues to enter the premises5.   

 

(d) In fact, Mr Murdoch’s Evidence [refer paras 9.1 – 9.3 above) provides a 

good example of why the Carlton should not become part of the EHP: 

 

                                                      
5 Recorded as one of only four bars with significant queue on 5, 12 and 19 July 2014 (Pre-loading Survey carried 

out by Safer Christchurch, CCC Licensing Inspectors and NZ Police) and one of two bars on 14/3/15 (VNA 

monitoring). 
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‘Our customers will often leave The Carlton and visit other bars and 

restaurants on Victoria Street, or, alternatively, will visit us after being at 

other bars and restaurants on Victoria Street.  We are the first bar in the 

‘Victoria Street’ grouping, and so we are an anchor or bookend at one end of 

that ‘precinct’ [para 10, page 2]. 

 

(e) Migration from one bar to another, as described above, is the root of many of 

the problems experienced by neighbours.  The more bars there are that trade 

later than 1:00 am, the more Victoria Street and the surrounding area becomes 

a destination in its own right, regardless of which particular bar/s people plan 

to patronise.  The migration and ‘milling around’ contributes to the noise, 

anti-social behaviour and other disturbances that are incompatible with nearby 

residential areas. 

 

(f) If, through the PLAP appeals process, Victoria Street becomes part of Area A 

(where 3:00 am licenses are allowed) AND if the Carlton’s submission to be 

part of the Entertainment Precinct is successful, that means late night drinking 

would be extended outside the Central City parameters.  This is contrary to 

the intention of both the District Plan and the Provisional LAP. 

 

10.2 ‘Appendix B:  Suggested amendments to the pCRDP’ [page 11]  requests the 

insertion of clauses specific to the Carlton into 15.2.1 of the Commercial Core 

Zone and  amendments to Planning Map H10 and the CC Entertainment and 

Hospitality Overlay map.  The VNA opposes this on the grounds stated above. 

 

10.3 We agree with Mark David Stevenson’s Statement of Evidence (on behalf of 

the Christchurch City Council, 16/12/16) that ‘To extend the zone and precinct 

north across Bealey Avenue to include the Carlton would not provide a coherent 

framework for managing commercial activity including entertainment and 

hospitality activities, particularly given the existence of other commercial 

(including hospitality) activities on the eastern side of Papanui Road from the 

Carlton site including restaurants and a bar, which have the same level of 

connectivity and proximity that the Carlton has with other activities on Victoria 

Street’ [Attachment C, Section 12, pages 27 – 29]. 
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11 The statements in the Statement of Evidence of Maxwell Crawfurd Bremner (Pacific 

Park Ltd #3459 + FS5045) related to Papanui Road Ltd’s rezoning submission that the 

VNA rebuts are: 

 

11.1 ‘Prior to the earthquakes Victoria Street…..was very busy and vibrant with a 

considerable number of licensed premises in the street and in the wider area….’ 

[para 22, page 9]. 

 

and 

 

11.2 ‘After the February 2011 earthquake the environment [on Victoria Street] 

changed considerably.  There was no traffic, no businesses, no activity and no 

vibrancy.  There was no reason to come to the Victoria Street area and no 

thoroughfare from Victoria Street due to red zoned cordons.  For a period of time 

post the earthquakes Victoria Street would have had the quietness of a suburban 

residential area’ [para 26, page 10]. 

 

and 

 

11.3 ‘I  consider that the reintroduction of businesses especially licensed premises 

would have been particularly noticeable to residents’ [para 27, page 10]. 

 

The VNA rejects the inferences made by Mr Bremner in the above passages on 

the following grounds: 

 

(a) Mr Bremner’s inference that Victoria Street was as busy / noisy at night 

before the earthquakes as it is now is incorrect.  Obviously, it was quieter 

immediately after the earthquakes, as it was all over the central city.  

However, even before 2011, the entire Victoria Neighbourhood area was 

quieter than many suburbs.  

 

(b) The peace and quiet on the weekends has been a feature in material written by 

the VNA and in the media long before the earthquakes, as in the following 

examples: 
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(i) ‘Martin and Jane Donnithorne, who live in an early 1900s cottage, 

believe the area is great for their son, Louie, 3 ½.  ….It’s very quiet, 

says Jane Donnithorne……’ [Home City Village, The Press, 12 

August 1997, page 23]. 

 

(ii) ‘The couple [John and Fay Coley] enjoy being in the inner city, but not 

in the city itself.  Their area is quiet, despite the proximity to the 

central city, and they say they feel safe walking to town…..’ [Couple 

move the coop closer to the action’, The Press, 9 May 1995, page 40]. 

 

(iii) ‘This area [Victoria Neighbourhood] is one of the few largely intact, 

residential areas adjacent to the Central Business District.  It also is 

one of the most densely populated.  However, it is a very quiet area, 

especially at night and on weekends, apart from some traffic noise on 

Bealey Avenue and to a lesser extent, Salisbury Street.  Visitors often 

remark that it is quieter than where they live in the suburbs’ [excerpt 

from a brochure of the Victoria Neighbourhood Group—now the 

VNA Inc—written in 2008]. 

 

(c) The first complaint received from any resident in this area about disturbances 

caused by licensed premises on Victoria Street was received on 26 March 

2012, from a group of residents on Peacock Street and Salisbury Street, fed up 

with noise and anti-social behaviour directly related to the first new bar in the 

area (Revival).  There had been no complaints previously, including residents 

living near the Casino. 

 

(d) The problems residents now experience are not because of the reason Mr 

Bremner suggests.  They also is not because of the number of licensed 

premises pre- and post-earthquake.  The difference comes from the type of 

establishment and the overall increase in capacity.   

 

(e) The new or expanded premises now attract younger patrons who prefer to 

drink more and later than those who frequented Victoria Street prior to 2011.  

The new premises include The Bog, Revival and the refigured Carlton, all 

mentioned by Mr Bremner in his Evidence. 
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11.4 Mr Bremner also suggests that the demolition of buildings that used to screen 

noise from residences is the problem [para 29, page 10].  As with the other 

statements quoted above, this too is largely incorrect.  There were no additional 

buildings screening residences on Montreal Street (or the adjoining streets of 

Conference and Beveridge Streets) from premises on Victoria Street.  There is 

little difference in the number or type of building in the vicinity of The Carlton 

either. 

 

11.5 Mr Bremner emphasises the effectiveness of the ‘Victoria Street Accord’ and 

Street Safe (security patrols paid for by Accord members).  Refer paras 30 – 34.5, 

pages 10 – 12 of his Evidence.   

 

As the contact person for the Accord, and the person with authority from the 

VNA to consult with and speak on behalf of member-residents on alcohol 

matters, I can confirm the following: 

 

(a) The Accord has not improved the situation from residents’ perspective.  At 

hearings covering new or renewed alcohol licenses, applicants invariably 

explain that they are not required to take responsibility for what happens 

outside their own establishment. 

 

(b) The Street Safe / security initiative, which was touted as patrolling the 

residential area as well, has been a stop-and-start-again arrangement, usually 

ramping up before a hearing or as the appeals for the PLAP approaches.  As 

recently as 13/12/14, 6/3/15, 15/3/15 and 21/4/15, we received six 

independent reports from residents that  there was no visible security 

presence, other than the ‘bouncers’ at the door of some premises. 

 

(c) Neither was there any visible intervention from Street Safe when the 

following incidents occurred: 

 

(i) a sun umbrella from a nearby premises was set on fire outside a 

Conference Street residence around 2:00 am on 9/10/15, catching the 

boundary hedge on fire as well; 
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(ii) three visibly intoxicated youths removing the Peacock Street sign and 

leaving it lying on the road just after midnight on 4/12/15; 

 

(iii) disturbances from particularly noisy groups of people at regular 

intervals walking from Montreal Street to Bealey Avenue (crossing 

over Beveridge St and Peacock St) up to 3:30 am on 5/12/15; 

 

(iv) very loud music and noise from patrons at The Bog reported to the 

City Council’s Inspections and Enforcement Unit around 2:00 am on 

10/1/16.  The incident/s ended up requiring a Police presence as well. 

Another noise complaint was laid at 1:50 am on 23/01/16, resulting in 

an Abatement Notice being served against The Bog. 

Attachment 3:  CCC Inspections & Enforcement Unit record of noise complaints (page 18) 

 

RE-CLASSIFYING VICTORIA STREET AS CENTRAL CITY AREA A 

 

12 In his Evidence, Mr Bremner (Pacific Park #3459 + FS5045) says one of his main 

reasons for relocating The Bog to 50 Victoria Street was the ‘….signals in the Recovery 

Plan that Victoria Street would be included within an entertainment precinct where 

bars and restaurants would be encouraged to establish and the late night sale of 

alcohol would be able to occur’. He also said that he ‘purchased the land at 50 Victoria 

Street in 2013…’  [para 12.9, page 6]. 

 

13 Mr Bremner says it is therefore important ‘….that Victoria Street is included as part of 

the Central City, an identified as an entertainment precinct able to sell liquor in the 

early hours of the morning for the reasons I have outlined above’ [para 12.12, page 7]. 

 

14 Mr Bremner seems to be intimating that he was misled when purchasing this property.  

The Draft LAP was released for consultation, with Victoria Street signalled as 1:00 am 

trading, in May 2013.  This was preceded by numerous publicly recorded discussions 

about Victoria Street at City Council meetings.  The VNA, Police, Canterbury District 

Health Board, the VNA and others all were involved.  It would be very surprising if Mr 

Bremner had heard nothing about the likely restrictions on Victoria Street. 

Refer Letter in Attachment 2 



VNA (#3611, FS5058) Rebuttal-Papanui Rd and Pacific Park                                         Page 13 of 17 

 

 

15 From our reading of the Recovery Plan, and our discussions with City Council planners 

at the time ‘entertainment precincts’ were first raised, there was no suggestion that 

Council was ‘encouraging’ late night sale of alcohol’.   

 

16 We submit that Mr Bremner took a business risk and, now that it is likely that the risk 

may not pay off, he is trying to rewrite history.  We refute this part of his Evidence in 

full. 

 

17 Mr Bremner does appear to agree with the VNA’s argument that it is inappropriate for 

premises close to residential areas to hold a late night license:  ‘…Given its [Speights 

Ale House, Bealey Avenue] location adjacent to a residential area, the type of patrons 

attracted……I consider that an 11:00 pm license is appropriate’ [para 7.10, page 3]. 

 

18 Mr Bremner may not realise how close The Bog and other licensed premises on 

Victoria Street are to residential areas.  Premises all along Victoria Street are adjacent to 

a residential area, in some cases directly across the street.6  Using the Christchurch 

Land and Distance Calculator, we have noted licensed premises as close as 8m, 20m, 

24m, and 40m to residences, with many more no further away than 120m. 

Refer Map in Attachment 1 
 

 

DEFINITIONS RE PRECINCTS AND LATE NIGHT SALE OF ALCOHOL 

 

19 According to communications from the City Council, submissions related to definitions 

of Entertainment and Hospitality Precincts and late night sale of alcohol will be heard 

under Chapter 6.7 

 

20 However, several submitters have lodged Statements of Evidence covering their 

proposals for or support of amendments to Objective 13.1.1 (now 15.1.5):  Mr Bremer 

(Pacific Park #3459 + FS5045), Matthrew William Bonis and Michael Campbell 
                                                      
6 Where Victoria Street, Salisbury Street and Montreal Street intersect, a ‘triangle’ of land is formed, with no buffer 

between the back of licensed premises and the  residences on Montreal, Conference and Beveridge Streets..  The 

premises in that strip include Castrol’s Garage, Revival Bar, Tequila Mockingbird/ Boo Radley’s and Chinwag 

(with Mexicano’s / The Dirty Land on the west side of Victoria Street).  There also is no buffer between residences 

on Salisbury Street and The Bog, or Cruz and residences behind it.  Refer map, Attachment 1 (page 16). 

7 Joint Memorandum on behalf of the CCC and VNA Inc (#3611) recording agreement regarding amendments to 

mediation report, 8/1/16, page 3 and page 3 and page 4; Email correspondence with Mark Stevenson, CCC, 

10/12/15. 
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Copeland (on behalf of Pacific Park) and Mark Stevenson (on behalf of the Christchurch 

City Council, Business and Mixed Use Zones, 16/12/15). 

 

21 We have, therefore, included a brief comment in para 23.4, below. The VNA will lodge 

its Statement of Evidence covering these points by the deadline for the Chapter 6 

hearing. 

 

CONCLUSION 

22 For the reasons set out above, the VNA rebuts most of the statements made in the 

Evidence submitted by Mr Murdoch and Mr Bremner.  Neither includes actual evidence 

to back up their statements, and many of the claims made are incorrect or misleading. 

 

23 The VNA continues to oppose  

 

23.1 any extension of the Entertainment and Hospitality Precinct; 

 

23.2 rezoning of The Carlton to be included in the Precinct; 

 

23.3 inclusion of Victoria Street in Central City Area A (instead of its current status as 

Category B)  

 

23.4 amendments put forth by Pacific Park with the intention of codifying ‘late night 

sale of alcohol’ as part of the definition of such Precincts and ‘up to 4:00 am’ as 

the definition of ‘late night’.  This will be covered in the VNA’s Statement of 

Evidence for Chapter 6. 

 

 

 

Marjorie Manthei (on behalf of the Victoria Neighbourhood Association Inc 

25 January 2016
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Attachment 1:  VNA Boundaries and Licensed Premises on Victoria Street with trading 

hours later than 1:00 am (as of 25/1/06) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Key 
 

Red outlined area = Victoria Neighbourhood Association Inc boundaries 

Grey shaded area  =  Residential / living zone 

Pink shaded area  = Business / commercial zone 

Stars = Licensed premises on Victoria Street with trading hours later   

  than 1:00 am (and The Carlton, 1 Papanui Road, across  

  Bealey Avenue to the north) 

Blue circle = License pending as of 25/1/16 

 

Premises (from north to south) 

West side of street     East side 

The Carlton, Papanui Road 2:00 am Chinwag   3:00 am 

Saggio di Vino   2:00 am Tequila Mockingbird/BR’s 3:00 am   

King of Snake   3:00 am Revival Bar   3:00 am 

Mexicano / The Dirty Land 3:00 am The Bog   3:00 am 

Cruz   4:00 am ChCh Casino   24-hours 

Calendar Girls   [pending] 
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Attachment 2:  Letter notifying the Draft LAP (relevant passages highlighted in bold) 

 
29 May 2013        

 
Dear Stakeholder 

 
Draft Local Alcohol Policy 
 
Over recent months the Christchurch City Council has been developing a draft Local Alcohol Policy 

(LAP), which was adopted by the full Council on 16 May and is now out for public feedback. 
 

The draft LAP, a provision of the Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012, aims to minimise alcohol related 

harm in the city and ensure the sale, supply and consumption of alcohol is undertaken safely and responsibly 

in the city. It has been developed by the Council after consulting with the Police, Medical Officer of 

Health and licensing inspectors, as required in the legislation. There have also been discussions with 

groups such as health, hospitality and retail representatives, Community Boards, as well as a 

community survey, a second survey targeting youth, two forums with licensees and other key 

stakeholders, and other additional background research. 
 

The Council wants to know what the community and interested stakeholders think about the proposed draft 

LAP, with consultation open from Friday 31 May until 5pm on Monday 1 July. Anyone who is interested can 

make a written submission. 

 
Key components of the draft LAP are: 

 A closing time of 3am in the Central City Entertainment Precincts (excluding Victoria Street) 
for taverns, bars, pubs, night-clubs and clubs, with a one-way door policy from 1am. 

 A closing time of 1am elsewhere in the Central City (including Victoria Street) for 
taverns, bars, pubs, night-clubs and clubs, with a discretionary one-way door policy 
where appropriate. 

 A closing time of 1am in suburban centres in the city for taverns, bars, pubs, night- clubs 

and clubs, with a discretionary one-way door policy where appropriate. 

 Maximum trading hours for selling alcohol of 9am until 9pm for all off-licences in 

Christchurch. 

 Restrictions on the location of new bottle stores and taverns to business zones. 

 
A whole of Council committee will consider, deliberate and decide on any submissions to the draft LAP 

during July 2013. The provisional LAP will then be publicly notified in early 2014 and any appeals heard by 

the national Alcohol Regulatory and Licensing Authority. 
Appellants must have made a submission first to the Council as part of the Council’s special consultative 

procedure (with the exception of the Police, Medical Officer of Health and licensing inspectors). Final 

adoption of a LAP is not likely to be until mid to late 2014, depending on the length of the appeal process. 

 
Enclosed with this letter you will find more information about the draft LAP and details on how to make a 

submission.  More information can be found from 31 May at www.ccc.govt.nz/HaveYourSay 

If you want any further information on the draft LAP, please contact Adair Bruorton, Senior Policy Analyst, 

e-mail: adair.bruorton@ccc.govt.nz or phone (03) 941-8851. 

 
We thank you for any input you may have already made in helping us develop this draft LAP and look 

forward to receiving your feedback via the consultation process. 

 
Yours sincerely 

  
   Alan Bywater, Strategic Policy Unit Manager 
   Civic Offices, 53 Hereford Street, Christchurch 8011 

   PO Box 73010, Christchurch 8154 

   Phone 03 941 6430 

   Email alan.bywater@ccc.govt.nz  

 

 

 

mailto:adair.bruorton@ccc.govt.nz
mailto:alan.bywater@ccc.govt.nz
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Attachment 3:  CCC Inspections and Enforcement Unit Noise Complaints Record:  The 

Bog, 50 Victoria Street 

 

 

noise date time on site time assessment & action 

MUSIC/BASS 6/03/2014 9:11:00 pm 9:37:00 pm Not excessive 
Bar opening night. 

MUSIC/BASS 17/03/2014 8:41:00 pm 9:06:00 pm Excessive/other. 
Police on site. Volume of sound system 
reduced & doors closed. Both sets of doors 
were open. 

CROWD NOISE  12/10/2014 10:55:00 pm 10:55:00 pm Log only. 
Caller spoke to Duty Manager & noise was 
reduced. 

Music/Shouting 10/01/2016 1:52:00 am 1:58:00 am Excessive/other. 
Police on site. Manager given stern 

warning. Police & Noise Control told him 

to lower volume of sound system. 

Music/Bass 23/01/2016 01:35:00 am  01:55:00 am Excessive. 
Excessive Noise Direction (END) served on 
Duty Manager. Noise to be immediately 
reduced and kept that way or enforcement 
action will follow. END in force for a period 
of 72 hours. 

As at 25/01/2016 

 


