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Submission – Draft Local Alcohol Policy

Attn: Brina Burden

Freepost Authority 182382

Auckland Council 
Private Bag 92300

Auckland 1142

OR: LAP@aucklandcouncil.govt.nz
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on Auckland’s Draft Local Alcohol Policy.

Include a blurb about yourself and/or your organisation and its members.
I/We are concerned about the negative effects alcohol has on our community.  
Include reasons why you are concerned.
I We do/do not wish to make an oral submission. 
1. General Comments:

I/We note that there is a strong body of both national and international evidence that shows that reducing availability and accessibility of alcohol through restricting the times of alcohol sales, reducing the number and density of alcohol outlets have significant impacts on the volume of alcohol consumed and on rates of alcohol-related problems such as assaults, antisocial behaviour, adolescent drinking, domestic violence, drink driving, homicide, suicide and child maltreatment.

I/We commend the Auckland Council for undertaking the development of a Local Alcohol Policy for our city.

I/We support the comprehensive approach Auckland Council has taken with the Draft LAP.  This demonstrates that it is recognised that one single policy mechanism isn’t sufficient, and that a combination of evidence-based policy levers are required to address the broad range of complex risks factors associated with alcohol misuse. 

I/We support in principle the concepts of the “Environmental and Cumulative Impact Assessment” (ECIA), “Temporary Freeze” and “Rebuttable Presumption” against the granting of liquor licences.  However, in order to ensure the LAP reduces alcohol-related harm already occurring and prevents alcohol-related harm moving from one area to another as Auckland develops, I/We believe these policy levers could be better applied. 
2. Broad areas and priority overlay:

I/We support the concept of three broad areas and priority areas in the Draft LAP.

I/We support the Priority Areas identified in Broad Area B.
I/We do not support the priority streets identified in Broad Area A.

Applying the priority overlay provisions to such a small area of the CBD is of little value.

I/We recommend that:
· The main business areas of Parnell and Newmarket be added to Broad Area A.

· ALL of Broad Area A is identified as a priority area, and the priority provisions are applied as recommended below.

· The following suburb/s be added______________________________________ as Priority Area/s in Broad Area B.

· Specific criteria for identifying priority areas be included in the LAP.
These could be based on the Environmental and Cumulative Impact Assessments proposed and include known risk factors such as the number and density of liquor outlets, populations of higher risk groups, well as community concerns and wishes.

· Provisions are made for these criteria/assessments to identify areas to be added to the priority overlay during the six year life of the policy, and allow for priority provisions to be applied to avert problems or prevent them from worsening.  This future proofs the policy and will ensure it works more effectively to prevent alcohol-related harm. 
Other comments/suggestions:
3. Maximum Trading hours
I/We support the idea of Auckland’s trading hours being more restrictive than the Default National Maximum Trading Hours.  However, we don’t think the proposed hours are adequate.
I/We recommend further restricting the maximum trading hours to the following: 
On-licences: 
· 10am to 2am for Broad Area A (central city) 
· 10am to 12am for Broad Area B (rest of Auckland) 
· 10am-12am for clubs/restaurants/cafes/function centres and wineries/winery restaurants.
· 8am-4am for special licences. 

Off-licences:

· 10am to 9pm. No exemptions for supermarkets.
I/We do not support any on-licences (or any other licence) being able to apply for an extension of trading hours.
While we are aware that the proposed extension of trading hours would only apply to best practice operators we believe better options are available to recognise best practice. 
Other comments/suggestions:
4. Number, location and density of licensed premises
I/We support the concept of a “Freeze” on new licences in general however we don’t believe the proposed application of the “temporary freeze” goes far enough.
I/We recommend that a permanent freeze or “regional cap” on all new on and off-licences be applied for the entire duration of the policy.
This will help to redistribute existing alcohol outlets over time. It will allow for existing over-supply to ease where it is occurring, and slow the flow of outlets in developing areas of Auckland so that number and density of outlets can be better managed. 
The ECIA and rebuttable presumption could be applied to consider all types of licence applications.
I/We recommend that a ‘sinking lid’ option be included in the policy, and that this applies to both off and on-licences in priority areas. 
I/We support the use of the ECIA to take the proximity of alcohol outlets to schools and other sensitive sites into consideration however, we’d like this issue to be more directly addressed.

I/We recommend that specific proximity controls are put in place to restrict the location of alcohol outlets near to ‘sensitive sites’ such as schools, health care facilities and other sites that communities identify as sensitive.

An option might be to include the requirement to directly notify residents, owners/managers of sensitive sites and other businesses within a specified buffer zone (e.g. 100m radius) of any new or renewal licence applications, and the process and grounds on which they may object to the application.
This would help to raise community awareness of the provisions for objection in the Sale and Supply of Alcohol Act 2012, and encourage their engagement in licensing decision-making. 
Additional comments/suggestions:
5. Discretionary conditions and one-way door policies
I/We support the use of discretionary conditions and the list of conditions proposed in the draft policy. However, we think that the LAP could be further strengthened.
I/We recommend that 

· A condition to restrict the advertising of alcohol on all licensed premises within a specified distance of identified sensitive sites be included.
· Discretionary conditions are applied consistently across Auckland by licence type to minimise inconsistencies.
· A mandatory one-way door policy be introduced for all on-licenced premises in Broad Area A operating beyond 12am, and that this apply for two hours prior to closing times.

· A discretionary one-way door policy be introduced for on-licenced premises in Broad Area B, and apply to at least one hour prior to closing times.
· A monitoring and evaluation programme be established to assess the effectiveness of the one-way door policy in Auckland.
Additional comments/suggestions:
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