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Minutes of a meeting of the District Licensing Committee  

Held on Level 3, Civic House, Trafalgar Street, Nelson 

On Wednesday 12 March 2014, commencing at 9.05am 
 

Present: O Blaikie (Chairperson), G Collingwood and D Shaw 

In Attendance: Administration Adviser (L Laird) 

 

1. Application for Off-Licence – 36 Gloucester Street, Nelson 

The Committee discussed each objection to the application, and 

assessed each against the criteria in section 105 and the procedure 
outlined in section 202 of the Sale and Supply of Liquor Act 2012. 

As a starting point, the Committee assessed each objection in relation 
to its geographic location, using a map of the area, which highlighted a 
1 – 1.5 km radius around the proposed location under application. The 

Committee agreed that applications outside of this radius did not have 
an interest greater than the general public. 

The Chairperson, Mr Blaikie, encouraged the Committee to avoid being 
too restrictive in its assessment as the Act was in its early stages of 
application. 

Upon considering the questionable objections, the Committee agreed 
to allow any objectors near to the 1.5km radius to have the 

opportunity to present during the hearing, with the onus being on the 
objector to prove that their objection was valid. It was noted that the 
objection should provide reasoning greater than avoiding a 

proliferation of liquor stores, or that drinking alcohol was perceived as 
community harm. 

The Manager Resource Consents, Mandy Bishop, joined the meeting 
and advised the Committee to ensure that only objections with a clear 
interest greater than the general public, in line with section 105 of the 

Act, should be deemed valid. She reminded the Committee that section 
105 of the Act was the only new part to this process. Ms Bishop 

provided commentary from the previous Sale of Liquor Act around 
what constitutes interest greater than the general public. 
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1.1 Objections 

The Committee proceeded to assess each objection on the merits of 

section 105 of the Act. 

Objector 

number 

Name Valid Reason 

1 
R and M Palmer No No interest greater than the 

general public 

2 
Karen Wood No No interest greater than the 

general public 

3 
A M Hyman No No interest greater than the 

general public 

4 
Steve Marshall No No interest greater than the 

general public - no address 
provided, proliferation as a 

reason was considered not 
sufficient 

5 
B E Botting No No interest greater than the 

general public 

6 
Kindra Douglas – 
Victory 
Community 

Health 

Yes  

7 
Arthur Miller No No interest greater than the 

general public 

8 
Nicole Willis Yes  

9 
Neil Howard Yes  

10 
Lynn and Anita 

Hannen 

Yes  

11 
Dorothy Hambly No No interest greater than the 

general public 

12 
Matt Lawrey and 

Tania Norfolk 

Yes  

13 
Jan Marsh Yes  

14 
Annette Milligan – 
INP 

Yes  

15 
Rota Dommi No No interest greater than the 

general public 

16 
Allen and Karen 
Knott 

Yes  

17 
K Matheson Yes  

18 
Galen King No No interest greater than the 

general public –made no 
exact reference to where in 

the region he has an interest 
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19 
Occupier 1/72 

Queens Road 

No No interest greater than the 

general public 

20 
Johanna Tyson No No interest greater than the 

general public 

21 
John White No No interest greater than the 

general public 

22 
Jeff Chandler - 

ENZED 

Yes  

23 
David Allpress 

and Mary O’Reilly  Yes  

24 
Ishna Jacobs 

Yes  

25 
Gavin Snowball – 
Liquorland Yes  

26 
Neighbourhood 
Connections  Yes  

It was noted the Committee would receive a report from the Medical 
Officer of Health, Police and Inspector. 

2. Follow ups 

The Committee asked if the objectors, and the applicant, could be 
contacted to find out if they were going to be present at the hearing, 

and if so, whether they were intending to bring a lawyer or other 
representation. 

There being no further business the meeting ended at 10.17am. 

 

Confirmed as a correct record of proceedings: 
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