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  LICENSING COMMITTEE 

 
Application     016/5187 

 
IN THE MATTER of the Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 

2012 
 

 
AND    of an application by  
IN THE MATTER   The Oval Eatery Limited 

                                   for an on-licence pursuant to  
                                              section 14 of the Act in respect  
    of the premises known as Circus  

                                            Eatery 
 
HEARING at Cambridge 1 July 2022 
 
DISTRICT LICENSING COMMITTEE 
 
Chairperson: Mrs S Grayson 
Members: Cllr M Gower, Mr R Murphy 
 
APPEARANCES 
 
Kiri Cranshaw - Director, The Oval Eatery Limited 
Kathryn Harris - Licensing Inspector 
John Male – Objector 
Kristy Toroa – Objector 
Ken Reakes – Objector 
Allan Burdett – Objector 
 
 

DECISION OF THE DISTRICT LICENSING COMMITTEE 
 

1. The application for an on-licence authorising the sale and supply of alcohol for consumption 

on the premises, to any person who is present on the premises, is granted.  

 

The licence may issue when the following conditions are complied 

with: 

a) Payment of the annual fee. 

b) The Licensing Inspector has received the Addendum to the NMP 

submitted by Kiri Cranshaw, and provided feedback on it to the 

District Licensing Committee, and the NMP has been approved by the 

District Licensing Committee. 

c) Confirmation by the Licensing Inspector that the premises has all 

necessary signage displayed and has been issued with a Code 

Compliance Certificate or a Certificate of Public Use. 
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2. This licence continues in force until the close of the period of 12 months after the day it is 

issued. 

 

3. The licence is subject to the following conditions: 

 
a) Alcohol may only be sold or supplied while trading as a café/restaurant. 

 
b) Alcohol may be sold or supplied: 

 
For café trade 
Monday to Saturday, from 10.00am to 5.00pm 
Sunday, from 10.00am to 6.00pm 
  
For booked functions (a maximum of 25 per year) 
Friday or Saturday, 5.00pm to 10.00pm 
 

c) No alcohol may be sold on the premises from midnight for all of Good Friday, Easter 
Sunday, Christmas Day, or before 1pm on Anzac Day to any person other than any 
person who is present on the premises for the purpose of dining. 

 
d) The area where alcohol is to be sold and consumed is described in the plan date stamped 

as received by the Waitomo District Licensing Committee on 5 April 2022 and no alcohol 
is to be taken out of this area.  
 

e) The entire premises is undesignated. 
 

f) A properly appointed certificated, acting or temporary manager must be on duty and on 
the premises at all times when the premises is open for the sale and supply of alcohol.  If 
a duty manager is not present, then there must be no alcohol sales and a notice 
displayed advising the public of this fact. 
 

g) A manager’s register (as required by s.232 of the Act) is to be maintained and available 
on site. 

 
h) A Host Responsibility Policy must be maintained and displayed, and the Licensee must 

ensure all staff receive training in their responsibilities and obligations under the Sale 
and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012. 
 

i) The licensee must comply with the Noise Management Plan dated 27 April 2022. 
 

j) There must be no sale or supply of alcohol to minors or intoxicated persons and there 
must be appropriate signs detailing these restrictions at every point of sale. 

 
k) Drinking water must be freely available and this must be clear to customers, while the 

premises is open for the sale and supply of alcohol. 
 

l) Food must be available for consumption on the premises at all 

times when open for the sale of alcohol in accordance with the 

restaurant menu submitted with the application for this licence, 

or variations of a similar range and standard.  

 

m) A range of low-alcohol and non-alcoholic drinks must be 

available at all times when the premises are open for the sale of 
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alcohol. 

 
n) A telephone must be freely available for customers to call for transport and staff must 

assist if required, and the licensee must ensure a courtesy coach or van is available for 
large functions. 

 
o) The Licensee must ensure the following are displayed; 

 i) A sign to be seen from outside the principal entrance stating the ordinary hours of 
business during which the premises will be open for the sale of alcohol. 
ii) A copy of the original licence with all the conditions, just inside the principal entrance so 
persons entering can read it. 
iii) A sign in a prominent place identifying the duty manager. 

 
 

REASONS 
 
The Application 
 

1. This is an application by The Oval Eatery Limited for an on-licence for the premises located at 
47 Pengover Avenue, Leamington, Cambridge and known as Circus Eatery. The premises is 
located in a new development at one end of a large green oval in Cambridge Park, which is at 
the centre of a new residential development. The name of the premises relates to the shape 
of the reserve (circus/oval) it is located on. The premises is a small café, with a small outdoor 
dining area, and it is attached to four two story apartments. The site was created for a café 
as part of the Cambridge Park Structure Plan process. 
 

2. On the day of the hearing, the licensing committee conducted a site visit, which included a 
walk around the oval with all parties. Each objector pointed out where they lived. 
 
The Reports 
 

3. The application is not opposed by Police, the Licensing Inspector and the Medical Officer of 
Health. 
 
Public Objectors 
 

4. Six public objections have been received from neighbours living in close proximity to the 
premises: 
 
Ross Johnson & Rosslyn Johnson, 7 Garland Lane, Cambridge  
Henry & Julie Strong, 42 Pengover Avenue, Cambridge 
Allan & Susan Burdett, 7/30 Jarrett Terrace, Cambridge 
John & Kaye Male, 6/30 Jarrett Avenue, Cambridge  
Ken Reakes, 39 Pengover Avenue, Cambridge  
Hikiera & Kristy Toroa, 44 Pengover Avenue, Cambridge  
 

5. Section 102(1) of the Act provides that: 
 
 A person may object to the grant of a licence only if he or she has a greater interest in the 
application for the licence than the public generally. 
 

6. This provision is colloquially called the objector ‘standing’ or ‘status’ provision of the Act and 
is based on the traditional legal notion that only those who have an interest in legal 
proceedings may participate in those legal proceedings. 
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7. Section 102 does not confer a general right of objection. An objector must establish an 
interest in the application greater than the public generally. This imposes a significant 
standing threshold. The Alcohol Regulatory and Licensing Authority (the Authority) has found 
that there are two ways an objector can establish standing: either by geographic proximity 
or by enhanced interest. 
 

8. The main way that an objector can demonstrate that they have ‘standing’ is based on 
them being affected in some way by the premises due to the geographic proximity of their 
residence or business to the proposed premises. In Re I S Dhillon and Sons Limited [2013] 
NZARLA, the Authority stated (para 37) that a one-kilometre radius “is a notional area 
often used to determine whether there is an interest greater than the public generally”.  
 

9. This approach was also upheld in Utikere v I S Dhillon and Sons Limited [2014] NZHC 270. 
Generally, it is accepted where someone lives or runs a business within 1-2 kilometres of 
the premises, they will meet section 102 status. This is not a blanket rule, however, and 
the Licensing Committee must exercise its own judgement and also consider the physical 
layout and characteristics of the area between the objector and premises. 
 

10. The licensing committee agrees with the Licensing Inspector that all objectors have a greater 
interest than the general public, as they all live within close proximity to the proposed 
licensed premises and could be affected by the operations of the café. 
 

11. In addition, an objector must raise an objection regarding matters specified in section 105 
of the Act. Section 105 lists the criteria that the Licensing Committee must have regard to 
when deciding whether to grant a licence. These criteria include the object of the Act, the 
suitability of the applicant, the Local Alcohol Policy, the proposed days and hours of trade, 
the design and layout of the premises, whether the applicant is engaged in the sale of 
goods and services in addition to the sale of food, alcohol and non-alcoholic refreshments, 
whether the amenity and good order of the locality would be likely to be reduce by more 
than a minor extent by the effects of the issue of the licence, staff, systems and training 
and any matters raised by the reporting agencies. 
 

12. The objectors raise a range of concerns including: 
 
a) food provision for evening events, 
b) trading hours that are not appropriate for the residential area, 
c) the layout, in particular the amount of seating outside and bar stools inside, 
d) amenity and good order in relation to insufficient parking and no taxi stand, being located 
in an area where families and children are present , concerns about noise issues from the 
outdoor area late at night, disorderly behaviour, crime and noise from intoxicated people, 
vandalism, property damage, noise from people exiting and entering. 
 

13. The Oval Eatery Limited originally sought the following hours (which are permitted by the 
resource consent): 
 
Monday, Tuesday: 7.00am to 6.00pm 
Wednesday, Thursday: 7.00am to 8.00pm 
Friday, Saturday: 7.00am to 10.00pm 
Sunday, 7.00am to 9.00pm 
 

14. However, on 27 April 2022, The Oval Eatery Limited responded to the concerns raised by 
objectors and agreed to amend the application to seek licensed hours as follows: 
 
 Monday to Thursday, from 10.00am to 5.00pm 
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Friday and Saturday, from 10.00am to 10.00pm 
Sunday, from 10.00am to 6.00pm 
 

15. The Licensing Committee is satisfied that the matters raised by the objectors are all relevant 
to the criteria listed in section 105. 
 

16. On the day of the hearing, four objectors attended; John Male (also representing Kaye who 
could not attend), Kristy Toroa (also representing Hikiera who could not attend), Ken Reakes 
and Allan Burdett (also representing Susan who could not attend). 
 

17. Ross Johnson & Rosslyn Johnson and Henry & Julie Strong did not appear at the hearing. This 
means that the licensing committee is not able to take their submissions into account. In the 
decision Liquor World Limited1, the Licensing Authority stated that “If Objectors do not 
appear and no explanation is received for their absence, then it is likely that their objection 
will have no value”. This is because they are not able to give oral evidence in support of their 
written submissions and evidence. As a consequence, the credibility and reliability of their 
evidence cannot be assessed. 
 
The Act 
 

18. The object of the Act is to ensure that the sale and supply of alcohol is undertaken safely and 
responsibly, and the harm caused by excessive or inappropriate consumption of alcohol is 
minimised (s 4). 
 

19. In deciding whether to issue a licence the District Licensing Committee must have regard to 
the criteria in s 105 of the Act. Therefore, this committee must consider the following 
questions within the framework of the purpose and object of the Act: 

 
a) Is the applicant suitable? 
b) Are the days and hours during which the applicant proposes to sell alcohol reasonable? 
c) Does the application comply with the Waipa District Local Alcohol Policy? 
d) Is the design and layout of the premises suitable? 
e)  Does the applicant propose to engage in the sale of goods or provision of services other 

than those directly relating to the sale of alcohol, low-alcohol refreshments, non-
alcoholic refreshments and food? 

f) Will the amenity and good order of the locality be reduced to more than a minor extent 
by the effects of the issue of licence? Is the amenity and good order of the locality 
already so badly affected by the effects of the existing licenses that it is unlikely to be 
reduced further by the effects of the issue of the licence or is it desirable not to issue 
any further licenses? 

g) Does the applicant have appropriate systems, staff and training to comply with the law? 
h) Have the Police, Inspector and Medical Officer of Health raised any relevant 

considerations? 
 

20. The application is compliant with the Waipa District Local Alcohol Policy. The applicant does 
not intend to engage in the sale of goods or provision of services other than those directly 
relating to the sale of alcohol, low-alcohol refreshments, non-alcoholic refreshments and 
food. 
 
Is the applicant suitable to hold an on-licence? 
 

21. The object of the Act is of paramount importance when determining suitability. Suitability 
includes whether or not the licensee will ensure that the sale, supply and consumption of 

 
1 [2009] NZLLA 1189 
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alcohol in its premises will be undertaken safely and responsibly. In Re Nishchay Enterprises 
Limited2, the Licensing Authority observed that suitability is 
 
… a broad concept and the assessment of it includes the character and reputation of the applicant, its 
previous operation of the premises, its proposals as to how the premises will operate, its honesty, its 
previous convictions and other matters. 

 
22. In Papanui Car Park Limited3the Licensing Authority explained that the suitability is “not 

established in a vacuum but in the context of a particular case”. This decision relates to an 
application for the renewal of an on-licence for a premises known as ‘Richey Bar’. The 
Licensing Authority considered the nightclub to be a high-risk premises requiring 
sophisticated management. One of the critical factors was the lack of experience of the 
proposed directors. The Licensing Authority observed that the onus of establishing suitability 
is on the applicant. 
 

23. Kiri Cranshaw is the sole director of The Oval Eatery Limited. Kiri has over 30 years’ 
experience in the hospitality industry. She has experience in the kitchen, front of house and 
café management. Kiri is a certified duty manger at the Lily Pad Café and has held her 
manager’s certificate for 5 years. She also has a Certificate in Small Business Management 
and Restaurant Service.  
 

24. Kiri explained at the hearing that she will be managing and operating the licensed premises 
herself. It has been Kiri’s ambition to own her own business for many years. The whole 
family will be involved, including her three teenagers, who will work at the business on the 
weekends.  
 

25. The Police, Medical Officer of Health and the objectors do not raise any concerns about Kiri’s 
suitability (as a director of the applicant company) to hold an alcohol licence.  
 

26. The licensing committee has formed the opinion that The Oval Eatery Limited 
is a suitable entity to hold an alcohol licence. Kiri has a considerable amount of experience 
working in the hospitality industry and impressed the licensing committee with her 
knowledge and understanding of the obligations of a licensee. She will be a hands-on 
operator. Kiri has invested a considerable amount of money in the business and therefore 
has a vested interest in ensuring that the business is a success.  
 
Is the design and layout of the premises suitable? 
 

27. The premises is small and has both indoor and outdoor dining areas. It is located at the 
Western end of a multi-purpose building, that includes four two-level apartments. The 
outdoor area is enclosed with a medium sized metal railing fence, that delineates the 
perimeter of the licensed area, and faces onto the grassed oval where residents walk their 
dogs and enjoy recreational activities. 
 

28. The licensing committee is satisfied that the design and layout of the premises is suitable. 
There is a clear view of the principal entrance, outdoor area, and all internal seating areas 
from the front counter. 
 
Are the days and hours during which the applicant proposes to sell alcohol reasonable? 
Will the amenity and good order of the locality be reduced to more than a minor extent by 
the effects of the issue of licence? 
 

 
2 [2013] NZARLA PH 837, paragraph [53] 
3 [2012] NZLLA PH 842 
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29. As stated above, the hours were amended to Monday to Thursday, from 10.00am to 
5.00pm, Friday and Saturday, from 10.00am to 10.00pm, and Sunday, from 10.00am to 
6.00pm.  
 

30. These amendments satisfied the concerns of the objectors about the opening hours. 
However, there remained strong opposition from the objectors to the proposed closing 
hours. These concerns are intertwined with the concerns about amenity and good order, and 
therefore these issues are discussed together. 
 

31. Kiri gave evidence that the main focus of the business will be on lunch/brunch customers, 
because regular weekend evening trade would be disruptive to family life. Kiri will be the 
Chef and Manager. The initial plan is to be open Wednesday to Sunday, and to eventually 
open seven days per week, when another Chef will be hired. The outdoor area (42m2) can 
accommodate a maximum of 30 people and there is seating for 32 inside (103.3m2). The 
outdoor area will not be used after 6.00pm, however in the warmer weather the doors will 
remain open. There will not be any amplified live music, and there are no speakers outside.  
Kiri applied for the evening hours to give the option of hosting booked events on a Friday or 
Saturday night, such as a birthday, wedding anniversary or community group function. Kiri 
does not intend to host 21st birthdays.  
 

32. Allan Burdett summarised the general sentiment of the objectors, that they are not opposed 
to the daytime café trade. They are worried about noise generated from the Friday and 
Saturday night functions. John Male explained that when he and Kaye purchased their home 
at Unit 6, 30 Jarrett Terrace, Cambridge, they were aware that a café was proposed to be 
developed at 47 Pengover Avenue, under resource consent no: LU/0074/17. Condition 3 of 
the consent stated that “The café shall not be utilised as a function venue for exclusive or 
private hire after 6pm Monday to Sunday.” John and Kaye’s home is located on the other 
side of the lane that goes past the rear of the café and apartments to a small carpark. It is 
less than 10 metres from the rear of the café. Allan and Susan Burdett, live next door at Unit 
7 Jarrett Avenue, about 15 meters away. John explained that they bought their home based 
on the assumption that the resource consent conditions at the time would apply to the café. 
However, a new consent was issued (LU/0199/20) on 29 September 2020, on a non-notified 
basis, therefore, the objectors were not aware that the conditions had been changed. 
 

33.  The consent (LU/0199/20) permits the café to open Monday to Tuesday 7.00am to 6.00pm, 
Wednesday to Thursday 7.00am to 8.00pm, Friday to Saturday, 7.00am to 10.00pm and 
Sunday 7.00am to 9.00pm. It states: 
 
14.  The café shall not be utilised as a function venue for exclusive use or private hire after 
6pm Monday to Sunday unless managed in accordance with the specific provisions as 
provided in the approved Noise Management Plan. 
 

34. It requires a Noise Management Plan (NMP) to be prepared by a suitability qualified and 
experience(d) person and approved by Council’s Environmental Services Team Leader. The 
purpose of the NMP is to control noise generated from the café. 
 

35. John submits that the NMP is comprehensive but its fundamentally “audited self-
management. Such an approach is appropriate for on-premise issues, but our concern is 
noise from patrons exiting the premise and making their way passed (sic) our home. The 
proposed complaint management system does not appear to cover that situation other than 
warning patrons to be quiet”. 
 

36. John states that patrons walking, riding or driving down the lane, could come to 6m of their 
bedroom window. The neighbourhood is currently very quiet, and the café would increase 
activity in the area and so the potential risk of noise level increases. John states that to 
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minimise risk, he and Kaye would prefer that the café closes late afternoon. 
 

37. Allan and Susan also very concerned that noise from the café will affect the quiet enjoyment 
of their property. They point out that “the café has been inserted into a very quiet residential 
neighbourhood and should reflect that by limiting operating hours from 10am to 6pm any 
day of the week including special functions”. Allan and Susan were very disappointed that 
the consent process was non-notified, especially given the fact that they live so close to the 
premises. They are worried about an increase in disorderly behaviour. 
 

38. Kristy and Hikiera Toroa point out that “Cambridge Park has been zoned for residential 
properties and does not include the necessary infrastructure to support commercial trade. 
For example, there are not sufficient car parks allocated to 47 Pengover Avenue … that would 
allow for the safe use and access of a licensed café/restaurant. This includes no current taxi 
stand, disability parking spaces, food and beverage delivery zones, or spaces to 
accommodate more than five cars that would not impact to more than a minor extent access 
and parking for current residential properties.”. 
 

39. Kristy says that she does not object to the café or Kiri’s character, but she is concerned that 
the limited parking up Pengover Avenue (that is currently used by visitors of residents) will 
be filled up by café staff and patrons. This will increase the chance of people walking past at 
night, making a noise, on their way back to their cars. 
 

40. Ken Reakes gave evidence that he lives 52 metres away from the café on Pengover Avenue, 
and that the limited parking spaces available is currently adequate for Cambridge Park 
residences. The houses on the Oval don’t have carparks on their sections, so visitors and 
family use the public carparks in Cambridge Park. If there are an additional 20 or so cars, 
there won’t be enough space for residents and their visitors. 
 

41. However, Ken said that the changes that Kiri has made to the licensed hours have allayed 
some of his concerns. He thinks that only having booked groups in the evenings will limit 
additional traffic at night. Although John pointed out that having groups arrive on masse 
might result in increased noise. 
 

42. The objectors also voiced concerns about the fact that the NMP was not prepared by a 
“suitability qualified and experienced person”, and that it doesn’t say how noise will be 
managed. In addition, concerns were raised about the fact that Kiri plans to monitor noise 
using an app on her phone. Allan, said that there is no way of knowing how this device can 
be calibrated to ensure it is giving an accurate reading. 
 

43. Kiri responded to the concerns voiced by objectors by saying that some matters such as 
parking and the requirements of the Resource Consent are outside her control. However, 
she is determined to make a success of her family business and does not want to ruin the 
quiet and family orientated atmosphere of Cambridge Park. She has had a huge amount of 
support from many people living in the area, who are looking forward to the café opening. 
Kiri wants to look after all of the neighbours and hopes they will be her customers. If the 
committee is considering restricting the Friday and Saturday nights when the café can 
operate, Kiri would suggest 25 to 30 nights per year, that are not restricted to a particular 
number each month. Kristy pointed out that there is a lot of activity on The Oval during 
summer nights, with families and children enjoying the space. In addition, many people are 
out walking looking at the Christmas lights. Therefore, it wouldn’t matter if the café was 
open more Friday and Saturday nights during summer. 
 

44. The licensing committee must form a view on whether granting the application would be 
likely to reduce the locality’s amenity and good order by more than a minor degree (s 
105(1)(h)). Section 5 of the Act defines amenity and good order as the extent to which and 
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the ways in which the premises concerned pleasant and agreeable. The licensing committee 
must also have regard to the current and future levels of noise, nuisance, and vandalism 
when arriving at an opinion regarding actual or potential adverse effects (s106(2)). 
 

45. The licensing committee appreciate the submissions and evidence put forward by the 
objectors. After walking around at the site visit and seeing the close proximity of the 
neighbours, we can understand the concerns. It is easy for noise to travel on a quiet night, 
and it wouldn’t take much for the noise of patrons to cause a disturbance in this quiet 
community. The café will generate noise from a number of sources, including disposal of 
rubbish and deliveries. 
 

46. The licensing committee has carefully considered Kiri’s submissions and the NMP. The NMP 
was approved as part of the Resource Consent process by qualified WDC staff members and 
does contain a considerable amount of useful detail about how possible noise disturbance 
will be managed. For example, patrons will not be able to use the outdoor dining area after 
6pm. This is highly restrictive for the warmer summer months, when compared to other 
licensed cafés/restaurants in Cambridge. We are confident that Kiri is capable of managing 
the operation of the premises in a manner that will comply with the NMP and will minimise 
the likelihood that the locality’s amenity and good order will be reduced by more than a 
minor degree. We agree that the NMP is lacking some detail about how noise will be 
monitored. For example, it may be useful to have a spreadsheet that the Duty Manager will 
use for recording noise readings and to have another sheet for recording noise incidents/ 
complaints, that has columns for the ‘what’, ‘when’ and ‘actions taken’. Kiri has agreed to 
formulate an action plan that will serve as an Addendum to the NMP. Kiri has also agreed to 
invite neighbours to a community meeting about 3 months after the business starts, to get 
feedback on how they are finding the operation of the business. Kiri also welcomes 
neighbours to ring her or to call in and visit if they have concerns. 
 

47. The licensing committee acknowledges the concerns of the objectors about parking and 
possible noise patrons might make as they walk back to their cars. This will be especially 
noticeable if patrons have to walk a distance to get back to their cars. However, given the 
design and layout of Cambridge Park, there is also the possibility that many patrons will walk 
or bike to the café, especially in summer evenings, if they have an event there. Finally, we 
note that only the interior of the café will be used in the evenings, and it only has a capacity 
for 32 patrons. The fact that the café will only be open on Friday or Saturday nights for pre-
booked events, will also reduce the chance that lots of people will stop at the café or just 
walk in off the street. These events will be lower risk due to the small size and Kiri will have 
an opportunity to discuss mitigation of noise when bookings are made. 
 

48. However, it is difficult to predict the actual impact that the operation of the café will have on 
the amenity and good order of the area in the evenings. Therefore, the licensing committee 
has decided to take a cautious approach. Having regard to the above matters and the 
concerns of the neighbours, the licensing committee agrees to grant the licence with a 
limitation on the number of Friday or Saturday nights, when events can be booked between 
5pm and 10pm, to 25 per year. This will reduce the opportunity for neighbours to be 
disturbed by the operation of the café and will give Kiri a chance to prove that she can 
operate the café in compliance with the NMP. The initial licence period is for 12 months, and 
this is typically known as a ‘probationary period’. If the neighbours still have concerns when 
the renewal application is advertised, they will be able to make an objection, and the 
application will come back to the Committee for a public hearing. 
 
Does the applicant have appropriate systems, staff and training to comply with the law? 
 

49. The licensing committee is satisfied that the Oval Eatery Limited has appropriate systems 
and training in place and will have sufficient staff once the premises is up and running. Kiri 
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holds a manager’s certificate and has another employee who has completed her Licence 
Controller Qualification and will soon be applying for a manager’s certificate. Kiri intends to 
have ten staff to run the café. When the café is open every day, this will include two chefs, 
two front of house staff members and four to six other staff members. 
 

50. Kiri has provided a training plan that has good content and has an appropriate Host 
Responsibility Policy. Every month training will take place that covers topics from the plan. It 
will be compulsory for staff to complete the online HPA Servewise training. All staff training 
will be recorded in the staff training register.  
 

51. It is an expectation of the licensing committee that a premises of this nature would have a 
minimum of two certified duty managers. Given that it has taken a long time for the 
application to be granted and the current tight labour market, it is understandable that Kiri 
has not secured any other duty managers at this time. However, the licensing committee is 
satisfied that Kiri has a plan in place and expects Kiri to notify the Licensing Inspector of the 
appointment of a second duty manager, within 8 weeks of the licence being issued. 
 
Conclusion 
 

52. Standing back and viewing the whole application, the licensing committee is satisfied that 
The Oval Eatery Limited has a capable Manager, an appropriate design and layout, and will 
have adequate staff, systems and training in place to achieve the object of the Act. The 
licensed hours proposed by the applicant and further restricted by the licensing committee, 
based on the submissions and evidence of objectors, will ensure that the amenity and good 
order of the location is not likely be reduced by more than a minor degree. All other 
conditions imposed are standard café conditions in the Waipa District.  Given the 
importance of the NMP, the Licensing Committee would like to see and approve the NMP 
Addendum (that will provide detail about how noise readings and noise complaints and 
concerns will be recorded) before the licence is issued. We would also like to receive the 
Inspectors comment on this. In addition, the licensing committee would like the Licensing 
Inspector to visit the premises and confirm that all signage is in place and there is full 
compliance with the Act, and that the premises has been issued with a Code Compliance 
Certificate or a Certificate of Public Use, before the licence is issued. 
 
 
Dated this 26th day of July 2022 

 
       Sara Grayson 
       Commissioner 
       Waipa District Licensing Committee 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 


