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Executive Summary.

This Annual Report for will cover the period from 1 January to 31
December 1999, and will partially duplicate the last one, that for 1 July 1998 fo
30 June 1999, in order to allow all of the Last Drink Survey (LDS) Annual
Reports to cover the same period of time. The period of overlap will be from 1
January 1999 to 30 June 1999. The Auckland City LDS was established in 1991,
but has only existed in its present, effective, form for the last two or three years.
Within its history there have been different methods and criteria by which the
data has been collected, including which types of alcohol-related data should be
collected. Consequently, it is not always possible to make many historical
comparisons between different periods of the LDS.

However, the basic thrust and purpose of the LDS remains the same, that
is identifying those licensed premises which cause problems by excessive or
illegal sale or supply of alcohol, and in these respects the LDS continues to be
useful and vital. The data is going to wider groups than ever before, including
research units within the police, and groups with specific ethnic concerns. It has
been useful in focusing attention and resources as drinking habits and patterns
change, especially in the Auckland City CBD.

As is the normal practise for the LDS, the first step was to identify to the
statutory agencies, particularly the Police and the District Licensing Agency
(DLA), those “problem premises” in Auckland City and to track the changes in
those premises so that they can be targeted by the Police, DLA and also the
Auckland Healthcare (A+) night visit teams. (A “problem premise” is defined as a
premise, which appears on the LDS on a regular basis, for at least once a month
for three months.) Secondly, the licensees and/or managers of the premises
themselves were informed of the LDS and offered a monthly print-out of their
own data, so that they are aware of problems as identified by the LDS and can,
hopefully, take initiatives to control their alleged breaches of the Sale of Liquor
Act (1989) (SOLA). A start was made on approaching licensed premises on a
wider basis, so that those, which do not yet have problems, were made aware of
liquor licensing issues. However, there was a negative reaction in some
situations, as licensees felt that if there were no specific problems, then there
was little reason for them to receive proactive attention. Therefore, this practise
had to be conducted with some care and tact.

Over the past year at least, there has been a change in some aspects of
alcohol consumption in the Auckland City CBD. Firstly, those amendmenits to the
SOLA, which lowered the drinking age to 18 and allowed the opening of
premises on Sundays, became law on 1 December 1999. It is too early to draw
definite conclusions from this reform. Secondly, over the last year there had
been a shift in the location of late night and early morning drinking and
entertainment, especially with smaller bars and nightclubs. Many premises had



closed in the Downtown and High St areas and had instead moved to the top of
the CBD, mainly along most of the length of Karangahape Rd (K. Rd), which has
therefore become an entertainment centre. There was an even greater change in
the later part of the year with the development of the America’s Cup Village and
the associated licensed premises in the Viaduct Basin and Princes Wharf. This
expansion (to nearly 80 premises in its final stages) has created an environment
which has so far caused a drop of up to 15%-20% in custom at other licensed
premises as far away as Parnell, Ponsonby and the North Shore (NZ Herald, 16
February 2000). This obviously effects general policing and Compulsory Breath
Testing (CBT) campaigns, as well as having effects in town planning and other
urban issues. '

Both of these developments have had an impact on the type of data,
which now appears. We see that large numbers of offenders from single larger
premises are being replaced by a more dispersed amount of offending from a
variety of smaller places, although the overall numbers are probably not much
different. This could also reflect more effective liquor licensing strategies as
implemented by the statutory agencies, which have to a large extent been able
to manage and control the problems in liquor licensing with increasing
effectiveness and expertise. This shows great advances in liquor licensing in the
decade since the Sale of Liquor Act was introduced in April 1990.

The regional perspective, which has been possible because of the
expansion of the LDS over the whole Auckland region, has meant a more
efficient use of resources and a pooling of initiatives, ideas and methods. For
instance, the standardisation of the LDS form has meant a more complete
capture of information, while at the same time allowing each area’s individual
needs and differences to be addressed. The close relationship developed with
the staff of the Region 1 CBT “Flying Squad”, which originated from the South
Auckland Co-ordinator, has also been of huge benefit, especially in the area of
police training. The sharing of ideas relating to data collation, police training,
Host Responsibility Training, the involvement of community police and many
other factors are all aspects of this regional perspective, which is particularly
useful and effective.

Summary of recommendations.

1. That there be more formal and structured co-operation between the different
police districts within the Auckland Region.

2. That off-licences be more effectively targeted.

3. That sports and services clubs receive more proactive attention.



Introduction.

The establishment of the Last Drink Survey.

The LDS was originally piloted in Auckland City from October 1991 after a
project, which was implemented and evaluated between 1982 and 1985 by the
Alcohol and Public Health Research Unit (APHRU). From the beginning it has
been obvious that Auckland City, and especially the CBD, was the area most
effected by alcohol consumption in licensed premises and their attendant
problems.

As with the LDS in the rest of the Greater Auckland Region, the Auckland
City LDS surveys all alcohol related alleged offences, not only drink-drive
offences. This obviously gives a greater and more complete body of data on
which to draw. This practise was supported by the Peer Review, which was
conducted into the CBT Programme in 1997 by the Victorian Police.

it must also be stated that, because it depends entirely on the collection
of data by the Police in the course of their duty, the LDS reflects police priorities
and actions. It is clear, therefore, that areas where the Police are unaware of
offences being committed, or areas where they are unable to allocate resources
because of shortages or other factors will not be policed as well as those areas
which come to police attention. So suburbs where there are few premises, or
which are geographically distant from police stations may well not receive the
same attention as areas with larger numbers of premises or well established
premises. Consequently, the LDS is not a random survey, but a reflection of
police activity.

This could also be an issue after March 2000 when the large number of
police (about 160) who are temporarily seconded to the Cup Village are
transferred back to their home stations. The closest police presence to what is at
present the busiest entertainment part of the Auckland Region will then be the

Downtown Police Station, which will have responsibility for a huge part of the
CBD.

Role of the LDS Co-ordinator.

The LDS Co-ordinator’s primary goal is to run a LDS in Auckland City in
order to “assist in the reduction of alcohol related road crashes”. This was
expanded in 1996 to include all alcohol related offending. Since then, its initially
fairly narrow task has been widened and expanded with comparatively little
effort. This is because it took little extra work to capture the non-drive alleged
offence data as well as the drink-drive data. There are groups interested in
having a wider picture of alcohol-related offending in Auckland and this is now



the practise in the whole Auckland Region. So the LDS goal could be better
described as “assisting in the reduction of alcohol-related harm™.

The main way in which the realisation of this goal is possible is by co-
operating with the three statutory agencies, as well as with other interested
groups, and by fostering co-operation between all of those groups where
possible. This involved working with the DLA Liquor Licensing Officers and
meeting and informing those police involved in liquor licensing and enforcement
about the LDS and its uses and benefits. Licensees are, also, met and informed
about the LDS and progressively informed about their appearance in the LDS if
that is appropriate.

Additional initiatives which the LDS Co-ordinator might identify as coming
under the general Alcohol Healthwatch (AHW) mission statement of “reducing
alcohol-related harm” were to be developed where possible. Under this heading
could be placed an attempt to identify those off-licensed premises which were
contributing to social problems by supplying alcohol to under age drinkers.



Aims and Objectives.
Aim.

To reduce alcohol related harm emanating from licensed premises in the
Auckland City Council DLA area.

Objectives.

1. To operate a Last Drink Survey as widely and as effectively as possible
in order to provide the necessary data and information with which to identify
licensed premises, which are contributing to alcohol-related harm.

2. To continue effective working relationships with the statutory reporting
agencies responsible under the Sale of Liquor Act (1989) (as amended) for
controlling licensed premises, namely the NZ Police, Auckland City District
Licensing Agency and Auckland Healthcare.

3. To disseminate the monthly spreadsheets showing the LDS data to all
interested parties, particularly to the statutory agencies.

4. To make contact with the licensees in the area and inform them of the
LDS and to supply the data relating to their premises for them to use as a
management tool.

5. To be available to establish links with community groups, especially
Community Police, with a view to enabling communities to attempt to take control
of their own problems.

6. To identify those licensed premises, which contravene the Sale of
Liquor, Act by supplying alcohol to prohibited persons, namely minors and
intoxicated persons.

8. To work with those licensed premises, including off-licenses and clubs,
which have problems, in order to inform them of their obligations under the Sale
of Liquor Act.



Methodology.-

Data Collection.

The LDS form which is used in the Auckland Central Police District differs
from that used in the rest of the Greater Auckland Region, in that it requires the
police officer filling it in to request more detailed information from the alleged
offender than do the more simplified forms in use elsewhere. At the end of the
year the form was redesigned in a single-sided format, with the aim of hopefully
improving the often abysmal form-filing rate of the Auckland Central
Watchhouse.

It should be pointed out at this stage that the Auckland Central Police
District boundaries and those of Auckland City Council do not exactly coincide,
so that Otahuhu, for example, is outside the police district but within the
Auckland City DLA area. This overlap is not usually a problem because of the
regional overview, which the four LDS Co-ordinators have, and the ability, which
they have to quickly swap information and data. The Auckland Central LDS form
provides the following data (See appendices for the forms themselves).

name of alleged offender

time of arrest -

day of arrest

date of arrest

gender

age

ethnicity

residential suburb of offender

alleged offence

description of offence

name of premise where the last drink was consumed
name of premise where the last drink was bought

how long ago the last drink was taken

type of alcohol consumed

amount of alcohol consumed

other premise at which the offender drank during the previous 4 hours
where the alleged offender was located

an intoxication level (IL) estimated by the arresting officer
signs of intoxication shown by alleged offender

a Breath Test Reading (BTR) number

arresting officer details

police file, Traffic Offence Notice (TON) or police ID number



The form used by the Region 1 “Flying Squad® and the other police
districts and sub-districts within the Auckland Region gives the following data
(See appendices for the form itself)

surname of alleged offender

gender

age

ethnicity

residential suburb of offender time of arrest

day of arrest

date of arrest

alleged offence

a Breath Test Reading (BTR) number

description of offence

offence location

name of premise where the last drink was consumed

name of premise where the last drink was bought

how long ago the last drink was taken

other premise at which the offender drank during the previous 4 hours
an intoxication level (IL) estimated by the arresting officer
police file, Traffic Offence Notice (TON) or police ID number

The data is collected once a month, within a week of the end of the
month. This allows the individual police officer's time to complete the charge
sheets up to the last day of the month. The data from the rest of the region is
posted to AHW and sorted there. The data is transcribed at AHW, and, as a rule,
the various spreadsheets are distributed within two weeks from the end of the
month. This means that the information is relatively recent and therefore
pertinent. In exceptional circumstances, if there is a problem relating to a
particular premise, the appropriate data can be prepared and circulated to the
Police, DLA or A+ before the final monthly figure.

Collation and Distribution.

The data is collated from two sources, directly from the Loose Leaf
Charge Sheets (Pol 173) in the Auckland Central Police Station Watchhouse
and from LDS forms. This information is entered onto an Excel spreadsheet (see
Appendix), and is then collated into three forms:

1. Data related to licensed premises; on, off and club.

2. Data related to non-licensed places; private, public, work and unknown

places.

3. Data relating to specific premises.

All three groups of data are distributed to the Auckland City DLA, to A+
and as widely as possible to the various police in the Auckland District. These



include the local community constables, the Regional CBT “Flying Squad” and
the individual police stations as well as the Liquor Licensing Section, the INTEL
(Intelligence) Section, Team Policing Unit (TPU) and the Strategic Traffic Unit
(STU). A meeting to explain the LDS to the individuals or officers concerned has
generally preceded this distribution.

At the beginning of each year, an evaluation form is sent out with the
data. This has a reply form, which requested input as to the relevance of the
data, whether the recipient wished to keep receiving it, and whether or not the
recipient was the appropriate person to receive it. There were corrections and
further contacts where necessary. The majority of returned comments were
positive and most recipients of the data, in whatever form it was, seemed happy
with the LDS and its direction. Such evaluations should be carried out regularly
to encourage external criticism and comment.

District Licensing Agency.

The Auckland City DLA has three liquor licensing officers with whom the
LDS Co-ordinator has open and regular contact. These three officers are very
experienced in their field and have an assertive and positive influence in all
aspects of liquor licensing, not only in Auckland City, but also throughout the
region, as well as nationally. The huge number of constantly changing and
moving licensees and managers in the area requires attention to ensure that
unsuitable individuals, of whom there are some in the industry, do not manage to
open premises which can then cause difficulties later.

NZ Police.
(i) Liquor.

The Auckland Police District is unusual in that it has a specialised Liquor
Licensing Section, consisting of a sergeant and three constables, who
concentrate exclusively on liquor licensing matters. The main advantage of such
a section is that it can concentrate solely on enforcement of liquor licensing
legislation to the exclusion of other policing priorities, which in other districts can
divert attention from liquor licensing problems. This means that major problems
with premises rarely get out of hand. It also means that there is an experienced
legal team, which, often in concert with the DLA, takes matters of concern to the
Ligquor Licensing Authority (LLA).

(ii) Region 1 CBT “Flying Squad’.

The increased co-operation and work with the Region 1 CBT “Flying
Squad” at present at Otahuhu has continued with the establishment of regular
Regional meetings between the four LDS Co-ordinators and the CBT senior
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NCO. As a funder of the LDS, the “Flying Squad” is obviously an important
recipient of the LDS data, and the LDS is vital for its strategic and tactical
planning. This co-operation has been extended to include training of new
recruits in the importance of the LDS immediately on their graduation from the
Police College and their arrival in the region, but before they are posted to the
various districts.

(ili) Training.

The failure rate in LDS form filling in the Auckland Police District, mainly
in the Central Watchhouse has been of considerable concern. This failure rate
has fluctuated between 24.8% and 45.6% giving an average over the year of
32.3%, rates which compare very unfavourably with the rest of the region where
the failure rate is generally in the region of 10% or less. The problem has not
been made easier by the difficulty in getting into the training cycles, due
apparently to pressure in such areas as Gloch firearm training and later APEC
and America’s Cup policing problems. Consequently, the LDS has adopted the
strategy, with the enthusiastic support of the police involved, of training the new
police recruits as they enter the force through the CBT “Flying Squad™. This, it is
hoped, will go some way towards training the police throughout the whole region,
but it has not so far solved the problem in the Central Watchhouse. This problem
has meant that some of the statistics in Auckland City are unreliable and not as
full as they might otherwise be.

Police training in the district has restarted, but only at half an hour per
training cycle, which is totally insufficient to cover all liquor licensing issues, as
well as the LDS

(iv) INTEL

The Intelligence Section of the Auckland Police District expressed an
interest in receiving the LDS data as raw data, as, at present, the LDS are the
only people who analyse police alcohol statistics. This is supplied to them

monthly both on a floppy disk as well as in a printed form.

(v) Community Palice.

The mailing of data, especially data concerning premises in their
respective areas, has continued in order to the initial contacts, which were made
with the various community police.

Auckland Healthcare.

A+ has a statutory role in the issuing of licences to on-licensed premises
and clubs, though not to off-licences, where there is not perceived to be a health
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need. This role involves undertaking visits to premises, often at night, a function,
which is also shared by the other two agencies as well as by the LDS co-
ordinators. The previous practice of A+ night visits has been developed and
improved to the extent that they now function extremely well and fill a large gap
in the analysis and investigation of licensed premises. They have been improved
to such an extent that the Police and DLA, as well as the LDS, rely on A+ to give
actual personal assessments of premises which otherwise might easily appear
as statistics only, with a real understanding of what might be occurring in them.
This is easier for A+ because they have the variety of staff, as well as the
numbers, on which to draw for teams, which are appropriate by gender, age or
ethnicity for particular premises. This is not a role easily filled by the other liquor
licensing groups.

Liguor Liaison Group.

In Auckland City there is a Liquor Liaison Group (LLG), chaired by the
LDS Co-ordinator, which consists of the three statutory agencies, the police, the
DLA and A+ as well as representatives from the Alcohol Advisory Council
(ALAC), the Auckland City Road Safety Co-ordinator and the Hospitality
Association of New Zealand (HANZ). The purpose of this group is to discuss and
co-ordinate liquor licensing issues and it meets about every six weeks to do that.
This group allows interested parties to share information and ideas. It has been
useful in such matters as the setting up of the Accord for the Viaduct Basin and
Woaterfront area.

Reaional Overview Meeting

In the last year or so, it has become the practice to hold regular meetings
between the three groups who have a regional overview, namely the LDS Co-
ordinators, the Flying Squad senior NCO and the Auckland Healthcare Health
Protection Officer who is responsible for liquor licensing. These groups and
individuals are the only ones who have a regional perspective over liquor
licensing, all the other groups and agencies having a focus on police districts or
territorial land authorities (TLA).

Premises.

When a particular premise is classed as a “problem premise” by the LDS
Co-ordinator because it has appeared in the LDS, the Co-ordinator arranges a
meeting with the licensees and managers. This is initially to explain what the
LDS is and what it might mean for licensed premises in the area. The role of the
LDS is explained, as are the roles of the statutory agencies. There was at the
beginning a high level of ignorance about many licensing matters, as well as
about the existence of the LDS itself, so this initial process is vital. At these
meetings, the premise is offered a copy of the monthly data on a continuous
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basis so that they can use it proactively as a management tool to address their
own problems. All of the premises approached were interested in the LDS and
what it had to show, and, on the surface at least, seemed interested in acting on
the information in the LDS. These meetings were often preceded by an informal
and unannounced night visit in order to get some idea of what type premise it
was and what sort of practises, Host Responsibility and otherwise, were in place.
In Auckland City it has reached the stage where nearly all of the premises, which
appear regularly in the LDS, receive their data, as well as many who only
occasionally appear.
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Results.

Because of the different boundaries, which the Auckland Central
Police District and the Auckland City Council have, it was decided several
years ago to leave the Otahuhu premises in the Manukau City Council
DLA area as the responsibility of the Counties-Manukau LDS Co-
ordinator. This is because the Counties-Manukau Police District covered
those premises from a policing point of view. Also they are close to
Otahuhu Police Station, but far from Auckland Central Police Station.

The total number of alleged offences recorded by the LDS in the
Auckland City Council DLA area from 1 January to 31 December 1999
was 4,163, of which 1,308 (31.4%) emanated from licensed premises, and
2,855 (68.6%) from non-licensed places.

The population of the Auckland City Council area, based on figures
from the 1996 census, is 345,768. However, because 52% of alleged
offenders from licensed premises, and 35% from non-licensed places
come from outside the ACC area, the figures for the whole region are
given. That gives a total of 1,081,710 made up of 66,483 from Rodney
District, 172,167 from North Shore City, 155,565 from Waitakere City,
254,277 from Manukau City, 39,624 from Papakura District and 47,826
from Franklin District.

The results are discussed in the order in which they appear on the
LDS form (See Appendix 1). A copy of the form is in the appendices, and
it covers the following information:

name of premise where the last drink was consumed

name of premise where the last drink was bought

how long ago the last drink was taken

any other premise at which the offender drank during the previous 4 hours
time of arrest

day of arrest

date of arrest

gender

age

ethnicity

residential suburb of offender

residential code (RC)

alleged offence

offence code (OC)

where the alleged offender was located

location code (LC)

a police file, Traffic Offence Notice (TON) or police ID number
an intoxication level (IL) estimated by the arresting officer
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a Breath Test Reading (BTR) number
the police station to which the arresting officer belongs

The three codes, residential, offence and location are used to help analyse
patterns when writing this annual report. The LDS does, however, depend
entirely on police data collection, and that, in turn, depends on what the police
are doing, and is a reflection of police actions and priorities. The LDS is not,
therefore, a random cross section of what is happening within the community.
Moreover, as a potential “problem premise” can become apparent through the
LDS, the police can target that premise and thus the data can be further skewed.

Consumption involving licensed premises.

(i) On-licensed premises.

The main focus of the LDS is on alcohol consumption in on-licensed
premises. As of 1 June 1999, there were about 895 on-licensed premises in the
Auckland City DLA area. There were 4,163 alleged offences for the whole year
of which 1,308 (31.4%) emanated from licensed premises. About 30 of these
premises receive their data monthly, even though some of them are not by any
means “problem premises”, perhaps having as few as 2 alleged offences in 1
year. Approximately another 30 or so have been identified as having appeared
from 4 or more times a year, again not “problem premises”, but premises which
could in the future be informed of the LDS and liquor licensing and host
responsibility training. In the data there are numbers of unknown premises which
cannot be identified, as well as a large number of places where the alleged
offenders have not been asked to state the place where they had their last drink.
So there is a large percentage of arrests where the LDS question is not
answered. These fluctuate between 24.8% and 45.6% giving an average over
the year of 32.3%, which represents the failure rate in form filling of the LDS in
the Auckland City Police District. Therefore, there are numbers of offending
licensed premises of which we are ignorant or from which we have inaccurate
data.

(ii) Clubs.

The Auckland City DLA area had about 166 licensed service and sport
clubs in June 1999. Sports and Service Clubs are always difficult to police, if
only because they are not seen as "normal” licensed premises. Few of the clubs
appeared very often, none to the same extent as commercial licensed premises,
but several League and Rugby Clubs seemed to have nights when numbers of
intoxicated minors were arrested, and clearly there are problems with that sort of
occurrence which need some attention. There is also a large sports ground
which gives rise for some concern with their summer fixtures, although, again, as
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with sports clubs the occasional and infrequent pattern of the occurrences
makes control difficult.

(iii) Off-licensed premises.

There are about 280 off-licences in the area, and while the LDS form has
a question which was designed to help find off-licenses which sold to minors, it
has not been particularly successful, except in one case. Two off-licenses were
prosecuted recently in the Auckland City DLA area. However, the relative
leniency of the punishment, 2 days closure of one of the defendant’s two outlets
for selling to a series of minors, might lead the police to question whether such
operations (a stakeout of the premise was carried out) were worth their time and
resources. The second off-license, the one identified through an LDS form, had
its renewal for three years opposed by the DLA, and was given only one year's
renewal. Many licensees use the excuse of the difficulty of telling age without a
photo 1D, so perhaps the new Driver's Licenses may help solve that problem.
However, there does seem to be a continuing lack of awareness, or interest,
among some licensees as to their obligations under the law.

Consumption in non-licensed places.

Although the focus of the LDS is on licensed premises, the data collected
also captures alleged offences which occurred in non-licensed places, the home,
private parties, work places and public places, parks and vehicles and so on.
The total number of alcohol-related alleged offences for Auckland City recorded
for this period was 4,163, of which 2,855 (68.6%), were from non-licensed
places. Clearly this information falls outside the brief of the liquor licensing
statutory agencies, except when minors are involved and they have purchased
alcohol from licensed premises. However, this information is still distributed to
the various agencies and other interested parties.

Time and Day.

The information of time of day of the alleged offence refers to the arrest
time as recorded on the charge sheet or the LDS form. It does not refer to the
time of the committal of the offence, nor to the alleged time of the last drink,
whiich is recorded separately. There is, then, at least a short delay between the
arrest time and the time of the alleged offence and last drink. The time of day
and day of offence may also reflect alcohol consumption from the previous day,
as it covers alcohol consumed in the last four hours or more.
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Time of offence.

In this period the data on the arrest time of day has been split into two-
hour segments. The peak of arrests from both licensed premises and non-
licensed places is reached in the time from midnight to 2.00 a.m., the respective
percentages being 26% and 24%.

Alleged offences by time of day
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Graph 1: Total alleged offences by time of day.

Day of offence.

The bulk of alleged offending from licensed premises and non-licensed
places occurs late in the week from Thursday to Sunday. Because a third of
alleged offending occurs between midnight and 2.00 a. m., this percentage of
the offending recorded as occurring on Sundays actually refers to Saturday

nighSunday morning and relates to Saturday’s social activities and
consumption of alcohol. '

Alleged offences by day of week
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Graph 2: Total alleged offences by day of week.
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Demoaraphic details.

The personal details are those entered on the Loose Leaf Charge Sheet
(Pol 173) as part of the arrest process, or on the LDS form after an alleged
drink-drive offence when a Traffic Offence Notice (TON) is completed.

(1) Gender.
The average percentages for those alleged offenders from licensed
premises are 87% male and 13% female, and from non-licensed places of 88%

and 12%. This is virtually the same as last year's figures.

(i) Age:

In licensed premises this year 42% (541) of alleged offending came from
the age group, 20-29 and 25% (327) from the 30-39 group, followed by a drop to
14% (177) for the 40-49 year old age group, 5% (60) for the 50-59 and .6% (7)
for those over 60. Underage offenders, under 20 years old (or under 18 for the

period after 1 December 1999), from these premises account for 12.8% (163).
Licensed premises - numbers by age
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Graph 3: Licensed premises - numbers of alleged offences by age.

Non-licensed places show the following figures — 36% (1016) of alleged
offending comes from the age group, 20-29 and 25% (713) from the 30-39,
followed by a drop to 11% (318) for the 40-49 year old age group, 4.9% (139) for
the 50-59 and 1.2% (35) for those over 60. Underage offenders (under 20), from
these places account for 20% (580), figures very close to those for the last
report.
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Graph 4: Non-licensed piaces - numbers of alleged offences by age.
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(iii) Ethnicity.

The different categories relating to race and ethnicity are the standard
ones used by the Police on the charge sheet, namely C (Caucasian), M (Maori),
P (Pacific Islander), A (Asian), | (Indian), N (Negro) and O (Other).

The demographic make-up of the Auckland Region (see above) based on
the latest figures available, the results of the 1996 Census, show a population of
about 1,081,710, consisting of 62.38% European Only, 11.93% NZ Maori, 10.9%
Pacific Islander and 8.86% Asian. There are no census figures kept for the next
largest ethnic group of alleged offenders, Indian. The breakdown of alleged
offenders on the LDS shows the following results. In licensed premises the rates
of alleged offenders by ethnic group are 60% European, 18.8% Maori, 14.3%
Pacific islander, 4.8% Asian and 1.1% Indian. For non-licensed places the
figures are 41.9% European, 28.4% Maori, 21.9% Pacific Islander, 2.9% Asian
and 1.8% Indian.

Ethnic background of alleged offenders - licensed premises

70%
60% -
50%
40%
30% -
20% -
10%
0%

[Baverage Mpopuiation |

Graph 6: Percentage of alleged offenders from licensed premises by ethnicity.

Ethnic background of alleged offenders - nondicensed
places
70% -

60%
50%
40%

30%
20% -
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C M P A
rﬂaverage !population I

Graph 7: Percentage of alleged offenders from non-licensed places by ethnicity.
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(iv) Residential Suburb.

One of the advantages of the new LDS form and of capturing information
from the Loose Leaf Charge Sheet is that the alleged offender’s residential
suburb is ascertained. Of the alleged offenders from licensed premises during
this period, an average of 43% lived in Auckland City while 54% lived outside
the area. Those alleged offenders emanating from non-licensed places had a
breakdown of 53% from within the City and 35% from outside. The remainder did
not have their place of residence recorded. These figures are virtually identical
to those in the last report.

Offence Code.

The following is a list of the more common offences under the different
offence code, which attempt to reflect as much as possible the nature of the
actual alleged offence, rather than the strict legality. So, for instance, the charge
of “refusing to supply blood to an officer’ is classed as DD, the same as drink
drive, even though technically it should perhaps be DR — drive related. So too,
“‘wilful damage” and “intentional damage” can more often reflect disorderly
offences (DO) as much as property (PR).

DD  All drink drive offences where a breath or blood reading exceeded the
legal limit, refusing officer’s request for biood.

DO Disorderly offences, offensive behaviour, obscene language, breach of
the peace, wilful damage, intentional damage, trespass, resisting arrest.

DR Drive-related offences, such as driving while disqualified, careless or
dangerous driving.

DT Individuals requiring detoxification, intoxication, drunk in public.

PR  Property offences, wilful damage, intentional damage, trespass, theft.
DG Drug offences.

PO Police offences, warrant to arrest.

FV  Family violence, male assault female, domestic violence.

A Assault, fighting.

Di Dishonesty offences, fraud.

\' Violent offences, fighting.
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Offences.

As explained previously, the total number of alleged offences for the
period from 1 January to 31 December 1999 was 4,163, of which 1,308
emanated from licensed premises and 2,855 from non-licensed places. The most
common offence in Auckland City, and indeed from the Auckland Region as a
whole, is the drink-drive offence of driving with excess breath alcohol (EBA).
This accounts for 57% of all alleged offences from licensed premises. There is a
significant decrease to the next most numerous type of offence, which was
disorderly at 24%. All of the other types of offences were 5% and lower, property
at 3%, assaults at 3%, violence at 5%, detoxification at 2%, police offences at
2% and family violence at 1%. These figures are all very similar to last year’s.

The figures from non-licensed places showed a somewhat different
pattern with a lower percentage of drink-drive offending, 30%, followed by those
charged with disorderly offences at 31%. The other offences were property,
detoxification, violence and assault each at 7%, family violence at 4% and police
offences at 3%.

Intoxication.

The question in the LDS on intoxication is the second of the two most
important after that relating to the premise or place of the last drink. This reflects
the fact that the offences under the SOL Act relate to a licensee’s obligation not
to serve intoxicated persons, nor to allow them on licensed premises.

(1) Intoxication level (IL).

The intoxication level is an estimation made by the arresting police officer
or the officer processing the alleged offender. It is estimated in two ways. The
Loose Leaf Charge Sheet (Pol 173) has a scale based on slight (S), moderate
(M) or extreme (E) intoxication. The LDS sheets used throughout the Auckland
Region have a scale based on 1-10, with 1 having had no alcohol, and 10 being
unconscious (or 1K). Unfortunately, this means that there are two different
estimations of intoxication levels operating at the same time. These are
necessarily subjective judgements, made, however, by individuals who are used
to seeing and dealing with intoxicated persons. If anything, the estimations can
be too low as the police become hardened to observing high levels of
intoxication and underestimating them.

A breakdown of the estimated intoxication levels gives the following data.
There were a total of 4161 alleged offenders in the whole year, whose
intoxication was estimated in this fashion. Of these, 3488 (83.8%) were
estimated at 5 or M and above, while 858 (16.5%) were estimated at 8 or E and
above. The average intoxication level was 5.4. Of the 1308 alleged offences
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from licensed premises, 1008 (77%) were 5/M or above, while 182 (13.9%) were
8/E or above. From non-licensed places, of the 2853 alleged offences 2480
(86.9%) at 5/M or above and 676 (23.6%) at 8/E or above.

(i) Breath test readings (BTR).

The breath test readings are the standard readings for drink-drive
offences. The maximum permitted level is 400 micrograms per litre of breath for
a person on a full licence, while the restricted licence holder under 20 years of
age has a limit of 150 mcg/l. Of the 1,618 total drink-driving offences recorded,
753 were from licensed premises and 865 were from non-licensed places. The
average BTR reading for licensed premises was 681 and for non-licensed
places 686. The following figures show historical trends for the last few years in
Auckland City, but only for alleged offenders coming from licensed premises:

1996-97 1997-98 1998-99 1999
Av. BTR 702 690 675 681

Average breath test readings

s + Y 1
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

‘ —&—Lic —f— Non-lic

Graph 8: Average Breath Test Readings per month. (400 mcg/l is the maximum, 200 mcg/l for
under 20 year olds)
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Discussion and Conclusions.

There has been an apparent drop in the number of alleged offenders
emanating from licensed premises over the last three years. Over the last four
years there has been a persistent drop in the average Breath Test Readings
taken from alleged offenders coming from licensed premises. However, there are
still great gaps in the data, relating mainly to the failure of the police to collect
large amounts of information from the Auckland Central Police Station
Watchhouse, relating mainly to non-driving alcohol-related offences in Auckland
City. Because a large percentage of these arrests take place in inner city streets
in the CBD adjacent to most of Auckland City's more patronised drinking and
entertainment locations, and at times which relate to other arrests emanating
from licensed premises, it is reasonable to suppose that these offences too
relate to licensed premises. Also because this report covers six months of 1999
which was covered in the previous report, it is difficult to make comparisons. Any
inclusion of this large amount of otherwise unanalysed data could impact on the
conclusions that have been drawn so far.

However, this decrease in some categories of offending and intoxication
seems to be reflected in a decrease in the number of premises, which have high
numbers of offenders. It might seem that the replacement of larger less personal
‘old styled” drinking establishments by numbers of smaller premises, which
reflect their patrons’ interests, but which can be more easily controlled, and
which are owned by individuals with an interest and ability to run responsible
premises may be seen in these figures. However, it is probably too early to draw
such conclusions with any great degree of certainty. The whole phenomenon
may also merely reflect the increasing poverty and shrinking “entertainment
dollar” of the average New Zealander over the last decade and a half.

‘Whatever is happening differently, if indeed anything is, a large claim in
the credit for the successes must go to the three statutory agencies in Auckland
City and the handful of people who staff them, and who are acknowledged at the
beginning of this report. It has been their skill, expertise and persistence, which
has been the crucial factor in any changes which have occurred. But, again it
must be emphasised that the role of the police is absolutely pivotal in any
effective liquor licensing strategies. They alone have the resources and the legal
sanctions to control licensed premises. Without effective licensing control by the
police, little long-term improvement can be expected. This is not because of any
lack of commitment by the police nor lack of appreciation of the problems coming
from abuse of alcohol and its links with offending, but more because of pressure
of work on staff and the need to deal with more urgent problems.

There are some areas, however, where there is no cause for

congratulation. It is clear from the comparisons of offending based on ethnicity
that both Maori and Pacific Islanders are disproportionally represented in the
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LDS statistics. There is a consistent pattern in the monthly percentages
recorded, as well as in the total figures for the year. It is interesting that there is-
a large difference in the statistics for both groups for licensed premises and for
non-licensed places.

The level of alcohol-related offending and intoxication coming from sports
clubs and service clubs is of concern. It is hard to get a consistent picture of
what is happening owing to the nature of the particular clubs. However, there do
seem to be occasions when TPU and other police have to attend some under-
age parties apparently being hosted at particular sports clubs, and this is clearly
not a practise that should be aliowed to continue.

The probiem of off-licenses still needs to be addressed, as the presence
of large amounts of alcohol in the hands of underage drinkers, both in private
and in public, indicates that there is still a problem with off-licences supplying to
underage drinkers. While the frequency of identification of individual premises is
insufficient on which to base enforcement proceedings, there are indications that
there are, at the very least, problems of awareness amongst many of those
managing and working in off-licenses. It, also, seems certain, however, that
there is a minority who will sell to underage drinkers through contempt of the
law, and in fact several have been prosecuted this year. These prosecutions
have not been marked by particularly punitive responses from the Liquor
Licensing Authority and it could be doubted whether an unscrupulous licensee
would be deterred by such actions.
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Recommendations.

These recommendations are the same as last year's because they are
still seen as the most important tasks.

1.That there be more formal and structured co-operation between the
different police districts within the Greater Auckland Reagion, so that a more
consistent policy and practice can be implemented.

A regional licensing team responsible for all liquor licensing in the Greater
Auckland Region should be established. The Auckland Central Police Liquor
Licensing Section has a small group of dedicated officers who have built up a
reservoir of experience and expertise in this specialised field. It seems a waste
of resources not to take advantage of this and utilise this team’s talents on a
regional basis. This would undoubtedly increase the effectiveness of police
liquor licensing enforcement efforts in the smaller districts as well as having the
flow-on effect of generally reducing alcohol-related crime. It should also be
remembered that a large percentage of alleged offenders come from other areas
well away from the premises they frequent and where they offend and are
located.

2. Off-licenses need more policing and targeting.

Off-licenses continue to present problems in Auckland City as they do
elsewhere in the region. They are particularly difficult to control because an
illegal sale takes place so quickly. It is difficult to watch such premises from
inside without being very obvious, as they are not crowded or busy places as a
rule. Therefore, any prosecutions must be due, in the main, to chance or labour-
intensive “stakeouts”. The police generally do not have the time nor resources
for this, especially at those times, weekends and evenings, when minors are
likely to try to purchase alcohol. The increased sales of alcohol from
supermarkets, as well as the longer opening hours with Sunday trading, means
that this problem will probably become more difficult to control.

3. Sports and Service Clubs need more attention.

Owing probably to the fact that they are not seen as commercial
premises, licensed clubs seem not to be regarded in the same light as on-
licensed and off-licensed premises, and they often do not, therefore, receive the
same attention from the enforcement agencies. It seems an anomaly that these
premises should be treated differently. LDS data can help target enforcement
and monitoring resources to these premises, as well as providing feedback
regarding host responsibility practices. Often, the pattern of offending from
sports clubs seems to indicate that they are regularly supplying alcohol to
minors.
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Appendices and Tables.

O

LDS FORM

ALCOHOL L : (Last Drink Survey)

HEALTHWATCH

b)

TO BE COMPLETEDBY ARRESTING OFFICER ONLY IF O FFENDER HAS CONSUMED ALCOHOL
PRIORTO ARREST OR OFFENCE.

OFFENDER’S FULL NAME: ., ... | MALE/FEMATE
RACE: AGE: yrs. RES. SUBURB:

DAY: . . DATE. [ |  TIME (of offence) 0000
CHARGE (s)

READING(s): BREATH: _ _ BLOOD: ARREST/SUMMONS
WHAT HAPPENED:

LAST DRINKS:

Where did you have Premise: e

your last drink? SYRd:__

What time did you have your last donk?  _

= — 00:00

Where did you buy Premise: -

your last drnk? St/Rd:

‘What were you drinlang? Beer:| - ’ Wine: Spirits:
How much? - - Brand:

How long were you at the premises? HOU{S}‘ l M—‘-“S-[:

Have you consumed alcohol at any

other premise tonight during the Yes] No:

last four hours? -

Where?(if applicable)
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4. WHERE LOCATED:

Where was the offender located?
Inside licensed premises: Namely:
Outside licensed premises: Namely:
Other:

5. LEVEL OF I'NTOXICATIOI\L@eresﬁng Officer to assess at time of arrest)

@) ®)
tick 7 Siens Exhibited tick

1 [ Had no alcohol " Eyes glazed/bloodshot
2 | Unsteady
3 Slight to medium Lack of motor skills
4 ] Shuring [——
5 Agoressive L
6 Argumentative
7 Heavy to extreme Breath smells of alcohol
180 | Face flushed
9 Repeating him/herself
10 Unconscious or 1K Other
6. ARRESTING OFFICER-
FULL NAME: RANK:
STATION: QID: SECTION:
FILE/TON NO.: PRN:

7. |QUESTIONS 1 & 3 (If NOT ARRESTING OFFICER) COMPLETED BY:
FULL NAME: RANK: _
STATION: QID: SECTION:

8. |TO BE COMPLETED BY WATCHHOUSE CTO OPERATOR|[Ehecked by

watchhouse
FILE/TON NO - PRN- S/Sgt:
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Auckland Region Last Drink Survey Form (sinale-sided).

Auckland

Gmiana O Agieams

LAST DRINK SURVEY

ALCOHOL HEALTHWATCH

CIdEDIEGE ETHNICITY  [CIP[M[A[I[N[O[X| GENDER [M|[F[X| AGE

Offence Location (name of street/froad)

FULLNAME RESIDENTIAL SUBURB B
FEEEES DAY [SIM[T[W[T|F[S] DATE TIVE 24brs

Suburb Sector Code

DRIVING: EBA [1st [2nd | 3rd+ | DWD [1st  [2nd [ 3rd+ |

OTHER CHARGES:

BREATH READING | ] BLOOD TAKEN | YES | NO [ REFUSEﬂ

SLEARNLY (7o be completed by apprehending officer at time of processing or by W/H keeper prior to refease}

Where did you have your last drink? PREMISE - o -
Street/Road L Suburb A
How long ago? (prior to apprehension) Hours —— - Minutes -
Where did you buy your last drink? PREMISE / OFF- LICENCE -
Street/Road ) Suburb
How long were you at the premises? Hours _ Minutes

Have you consumed ;
alcohol at any other | YES NO If ‘YES’, where? PREMISE

place in the jast 4

hours?

Street/Road B Suburb B
What were you drinking? Beer [ 1 Wine L1 spiits [ ]
How much? Brand:

LEVEL OF INTOXICATION — Apprehending officer to assess at time of processing

TICK LEVEL L SIGNS _EXHIBITED TICK ARRESTING / SUMMONS OFFICER
1 _4" - No Aicohol Eyes glazed/bloodshot ] ap:
2 | Unsteady T
3 41— Stight to Medium Lackvof motor skills _ GROUP: L
4 < Slurring
. | Aggressive STATIONED AT:
_6__ |l Argumentative I 3
7 < { Heavy to Extreme Breath smells of alcohol
—8 4_ 1K Face flushed
9 < A] Repeating him/herself
10 |« Unconscious _ Other Checked by
[ COMPLETED BY (iF NOT ARRESTING OFFICER): TO BE COMPLETED BY WATCHHOUSE CTO OPERATOR \¥etchbouse
FULL NAME: RANK: o Sisgt_
STATION: QID: SECTION: FRLETONNo: PRN:
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LOOSE LEAF CHARGE SHEET -

REIEE THF."

1_....__._\.4.2" WAt FOLK PAGE:

AIDEN NAME (MARRIED FEMALES): ARRES
M § HARRIED FEMALES) sex Ml x| mace [c]PM[ Al 1] o] %] e (1 1L T 1d 1]
SUANAME: u.., .
o) i YEAR OF ARRIVAL [ DATE
ST £0.8. UUld TTd 1]
f
— Wi _ g 111 INNZ ’ _Mnmmzmo
£ I (T (O (A Lt 41 fwen TTT] euwno [T]W[s]7) g oo L1 ] nouns
CIONEHOME: Bk ono Bio] eves [(Bud] BRO] GAR] pestva MTTL T 1L 1T
+vvr PHONE WONK;
4 ReD | GRY] PoY aAv} man| o | COURT HH
onnc.;:oz “ riereeneses EMPLOYER: DLD{ WHI | XXX HAZ | 84K 1.0.
:._nzc_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ _ noz:n::‘on-__o:n_mr.-.a-rﬂ.:n-=-.§ev._-_- ] Pholographed @E Fingempiiniad jm umo»_zn
IHF ORMATION INFOAMATION : I . [res
FORIAON | ves [ 1 | "EORMATON T veq | no | ouca. | Loy b ] eneeneg ke, Paimprnied . [res] (k0] | FLE NG, /
< o _ TG FRST ar | Ep | wmo | Eca | mca| oct | onc | oe | ao | ow | SWEAISORS
L ..
: ;
g 1 PAN. _ _ 8.1.0.
I R N I N L1 | OTHER IDENTIFYING FEATURES: uvz..u..@. sessfius] [na]  umpa[r3] o]
Mouslache E . 1ok Sipe ... o wv-aoa_afoaa‘i B
.n!z:_.. lpth
WATCHHOUSE KEEPER'S EVALUATION OF CONDITION OF PERSON I CUSTODY: I the person: %

uindés e fsuance ot [oavds] [aconol] [sotvena] [wa] vt oo

Showing signa of being [ witnonawn ] finnanomar] [oeranssen] [oveny asmanns] [acirazsn] [awnious) m
Showing signs al, of pravicusty made Bweasls of E E E .

injured [1a8] [No]  mness [res] [wa] . Shawing signs of baing 1 pain [123] [%c]

il snswet ls yo8 10 sny than u..n_._w..r.&,.kt.-. .P..: of pain: |
AR M : dhen e

Loose Leaf Charqe Sheet (Pol 173).

Signaluie: ..,
RAank:

Bialion;

RNama: ,,,
oIo;

el Groupr,.,

PO

Tl Immigraiion Sletus

int re Oihar Olfences E EE
i
.

Chach

Xn.x long sga:

eeseereen
1o heslih o olhes :-:._3 Hagn of ¢igns thai may !&25 ihe paison s ol .t- @ @
' TEXTOFCHAROE ! _
L . i
L1 ST IS VRN TN N SOOI Y SO |
e - T - el
2. Ly 1 v.._.., ._ SR T..h < o et e . o:ocao.:_a:5-.::8:82.282_52:-::3_  dalerming thals ol sisk stalus @. .
i TR v 1t enawat Is yus vae Pisoner Managemenl Asnessmanl Form :.,.;m_ lot lull ssaasmant,
: | S0 SR SN N TN A S T A | Comments:
. - oyt ] R} . i ) _.
I T | 1 ] | ! | | I | 1 | . _
)
8. Ll [, S U T S T A MY MR T . Kespor:y: Lo Supervisor;
ARRESTING/EBCORTING MEMBDER: Ats you aware af any medical or Sn:o_e icsl rangons Ihal N ISON
indicale il pusan in 2:2: ) 1equits No.a._ cars o _“3 Lo sl __:w:____. Son_:.o3 E . Complalnts _mm_ E IRFOKICATION U._u...o._m_.:m "t MMMMM%AU_H‘O ER,
[T} . "
I answat is Yas outline reasons 2& ayvise the Watchhousa hespor and Suparvisor, Asported lo NCO Lovel oflitjguicalion; Ballad 1o E @ Coud | CHARGE SHEET 4
, . 0 - L wie| [suant| [wovenate] [sxrnsue 1 :
B et b i Voo™ ) ] (o) (o] eomtnn] (S8 | oy (] (] cowt | 0
B e e [ETSTITRRIR e e [T TOT TN Whate was st drink faken:
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Monthly spreadsheet.

LAST DRINK SURVEY, AUCKLAND CITY _ - —
MAY, 1999 _ i
|

PREMISE BOUGHT |L.DRIN[LAST 4H [A.TIME|DAY [DATE _|GE |AG |ET|RESIDENCE __|RG |ALLEGED OFFENCE  |0C |LOGATED
"A" WORKINGMENS CLUB | 1120 13:20[SUN| o-May|M |22|P [GREY LYNN GL |DETOX DT |UNKNOWN
i 2135 22:07|MON| _{0-May|M | 33]C” |BIRKENHEAD [N _|EBA DD |FANSHAWE ST g0478s| "
*C* SPORTS CENTRE SAME 23:00 2367|FRI | 7-MayM | 52/C |UNKNOWN U [EBA DD [SYMONDS ST 904276
“D" COLLEGE SAME 22:00 22:33[TH | 20-May|M | 48|P |HENDERSON _|W |EBA " |DD_[SHORE RD
"CTHOTEL SAME 22:15 2245[TH | e-May|M [ 42|C [NORTHCOTE [N [EBA DD_[UNKNOWN
D" TAVERN SAME 01:00 01:20[SAT | 8-May|M |27|C [FORRESTHILL |N |EBA DO_|GRAFTON BRID
"D" TAVERN [SAME 2030 20:42|WED| 19-May|M [ 48/C [REMUERA RM |EBA ICEREES L
"D” TAVERN SAME 00:15 00:45/FRI | 21-May|M | 18[C |HUAPAI W |EBA<20 |DD |KHYBER PASS
"E" BAR 2340 00:40[SUN| 16-MaylM [19/A |GREENLANE  |GR |DIS DO_[WYNDHAM ST 516/2724
"FRLC 2310[SAT | 1-May|M | 44|P [OTAHUHU OH [FIGHT “|V__|BEAUMONT 8T 50175695
CLUB"G" 00:10 00:40/SUN | 2-May|M [ 19]A |BROWNS BAY |N |SOLA FALSE DETAILS |[PO |FORT ST 5029962
‘H" BAR | oi:00 02:52[FRT | 7-May[M | 19|C|PAPATOETOE _|S |ULINBLDG FR|SHORTLAND ST 5074117
T BAR SAME 00:10 00:48[SAT | &-MayM | 17/C |GREENAITHE |N |EBA<20 ~_|oo [kRD 904643
S TAVERN SAME 23:00 23.42|FRI | 7-May|M | 48|P |GLENINNES |Gl |EBA DD |SYMONDS 8T T gode0s|
K" BAR SAME 23:00 2312|WED| 5-May|M | 30[C |GLENEDEN _ |W |EBA 0D [PARNELL RISE " Bo4iis

“BAR SAME 64:00 “O4B5|FRI | 14May|M | 33/P |NOGRTHCOTE _ |N ~|EBA DD "|RICHMOND AVE [N~ |DBHBSE ~ |
“M” TAVERN SAME | 2330 | 2355[FRt | 14May|F | 35|C |NEW LYNN W_[EBAX3; DWDX3 DO [TEATATUSTH | 799103
"N"CONVENTION CENTRE __ |WEDOING| 23:20 00:03|SUN | 16-May|M | 45[C |AKCITY _ AC |EBA; CILESS DD_|GREYS AVE
0" PUB 23:30 02:35/SAT | B-May|M | 24|C |GLENINNES  |G) |MAF FV |HOME 508/3325
0" PUB 10:55/SUN | 9-May|M | 28|P |PANMURE PV [EBA DD [GSR TCH400 |
P~ TAVERN SAME 2215 00:01[TH | "20-May|M | 25/C |ELLERSLIE EL [EBAX2 DD_|SHORE RD 504723
"Q" FERRY 01:50 02:50(SAT | 15-MayM | 21|C |KOMIMARAMA |KM [U/LINTERFERES MV |PR |TINLEY ST 5150233 |
"R" STRIP CLUB SAME | 0210 03:08/WED| 12-May|M [28|C |[PUKEKOHE  |S |EBA DD _|GLENDALE RD 776371
"S” TAVERN TAB 2230 2253|FR) | 7-MayM | 37|C [GREENBAY  |W [EBA; SUSPENDED LIC [DD |BOLTON ST 818546
T HOTEL SAME 23:30 01:30|FRI | 28-May|M | 21|M [OTAHUHU OH |EBA; DWD oD_|NGAPIPIRD  |OR | " "698909
"U” COMMUNITY CENTRE 22:30 22:40|MON|  3-May|M | 17|P |AVONDALE AV |U/L INTERFERES MV (PR [RICHMOND RD | 504/6776
"U” COMMUNITY CENTRE 2150 23:50|MON| _ 3-May|M [ 18P |GREVLYNN __|GL |UIL ENTERS MV PR_IRICHMOND RD_[GL |504i6775
V" CENTRE - 2348] | 0549 [SUN | T6-May[M | 30(A” [MANUREWA IS [CHEATING DI [SAME "|Ac |gsiasma i
V" CENTRE 03.05|WED| _ 5-May|M | 33|C” [REMUERA RM [EBA DO {WAKEFIELD ST |AC | 763851
V" CENTRE 19:36 20:35| WED| _19-MayM | 24|C |HILLSBOROUGH [HL |OFF BEH DO _|FORT ST 5igr7688
V'CENTRE SAME  [T00:15 01:16/FRl | 2i-May[M | 32|C [HAMILTON X_|EBA OD _[SYMONDS ST " T905029|
V" CENTRE SAME 00:30 | 0535[SAT | 25May|M_| 25|/C |[ONEHUNGA __ |ON |EBA |5o”[KRD v "'809160|
V" CENTRE - SAME [ 2355[SUN|  2-May|M | 27|M [E TAMAKI 18 [EBA DO |HOBSONST ~[AC | 783853
W HOTEL 20:00|FRI_| 28-May|M | 41|C |AK GITY AC [DIS BEH DO |PRINCES ST | 1868
X" RESTAURANT SAME 2130 | 21:54|WED|  S:May|M | 44|M [BLOCKROUSE B |BY |EBA "|0D” |PARNELL RISE
Y BAR — _|saME | 13:40] 2001|SUN | 2-May|M | 61[C |HILLSBOROUGH HL |EBA DD [SYMONDS ST ~[AC | 904
Y BAR . i 00:38SUN | 2-May/M™ | 22c |NORTHCOTE [N [Di§ BEH DO [FANSHAWE ST '|AC '|802/0035 AKC
Y BAR 2315 | of:15[SUN | "2May|M | 20|M |MASSEY W |OFF LANG DO [FANSHAWE 87" |AC” [502/0648 AR
"Z” NIGHTCLUB SAME 2359 00:12SUN| 16-MayM | 47/C [ROTHESAY BAY [N |EBA; DANG DR DO_|MWAY, ALBANY [N | 934133 670(NS
"Z NIGHTCLUB SAME 0555 | 06:03|SAT | 26-May|M | 20|C |KELSTON W [EBA TTTIBETlaET T A 904578 444|FL sQ




Premise spreadsheet.

LAST DRINK SURVEY, AUCKLAND CITY e I T ! N | I
’x: nrcm- Amww ‘ . . cmmtmam r— = e e e e -
PREMISE BOUGHT L.DRIN|LAST 4HRS |A.TIME|DAY |DATE GE |AGE |ET RESIDENCE |RC |ALLEGED OFFENCE |OC LOCATED LC |FILE/TON

{JANUARY o

X cLue 05:15 0540 |SAT [17-Jan |M |20 |P |GLENEDEN E£BA 00 |KRD 656108 |6

X CLUB 02,00 |PARKINTHE|05:30 |MON [26-Jan |M |27 |G |GLEN EDEN ULINBUILDING  |PR |CLAYBURNRD | |JSGS53 [6 | |
X" CLUB 05:45 06:03 |MON |26-Jan |M |18 |C |RED BEACH EBA |pD_|ouTsiDE JO'S KoG792 (6 | -
|FEBRUARY [ I Y )
[NO ENTRIES J |

ARG N SO SN

X" CLUB SAME 04:00 05.13|FRI 6-MarM | 29|C EBA DD_|NEWTONRD 760404 4| TE73[AKC.
X CLUB 01:30 03:12[SAT | 21-Mar[M | 32|C |WATTLE DOWNS |INJUREW INTENT A [AKL 3219320 |E | ARG
X" CLUB 01115 _01:35]SUN | 22-Mar[M | 18[M |NFA wTA “|Po” N O L P R
X cLus SAME 01:30[BRONCHOS | 01:45[SAT | 21-Mar|M | 30|C [MANUREWA INJUREWINTENT A |QsT 3219320 |"8| |AKC
APRR. ] -

NO ENTRIES

!>< - @ —— s+
NO ENTRIES

JUNE

X CLUB 01:35 02:35|SAT_| 20-Jun|M | 41]|C [BROWNSBA [N _[FIGHTING A~ ey CN_[620/8477 _

X CLus 00:00 02:30[SAT | 20-Jun|M | 27|C_|MT ROSKILL |MR [FIGHTING A |RUTLAND ST [CN |620/B493

"X CLUB SAME 02:00THE WEB__| 02:20[SAT | 20-Jun|M | 21|C \WARKWORT [N |[FIGHTING |A |RUTLANDST [CN |G337

JULY

X" CLUB 02:30 03:25|FRI 3JulM | 20|M |WATTLEDO [S [FIGHTING T |A]asT 703/5276

X CLUB 03:00 _ 03:36 |FRI 3-JullM |_"20|M [WARKWORT [N [FIGHTING A_|asT 703/5286 |

"X* CLUB SAME 00:00|PVTE 00:18 |SAT 18-Jul[M | 22|C |GREENBAY |W |DIS BEH [50"|ibs |7i8ia158

AUGUST . [ e

NO ENTRIES .1 [ P -~

SEPTEMBER I

X clus 01:35 0Z:08|SAT | 19-Sep|M | 18/C |[ONEHUNGA [ON |FIGHT; RESIST v |RUTLAND 8T _|AK |918/3339

X" CLUB SAME 0620 07:02[SAT | 19-Sep|M | 27|C |[BROWNS BA [NO [DWD DR_|MWAY FANSHA|AK [

"X cua 03:30 04:00[SAT | 26-Sep|F | 26|C |[PAPATOETO |SO |COMMASS T|ATISINNERS  1AK |RK7592

"X CLUB j B 06:00|SUN | 27-Sep|F | 26| |UNKNOWN _|UK [EBA DD |UNKNOWN UK’ |GTC983

OCTOBER [

X cLue [ “06:02]SUN | 40ct/M | 37/M |UNKNOWN [UK [EBA ‘[BD[UNKNOWN UK [ 780593

NOVEMBER [T ,

X" CLUB SAME 0330 03:58 |FRI 6-Nov|M | 28[c |TE ATATUNT |WE|EBA DD |BEACHRD  |AK [MHE982

DECEMBER R 1
"X CLUB 2235 2305|WED | 16Dec|M |  20|M [AKCITY _ [AK |FIGAT TV TIEET T TTIAK (iz1eises M| [AKC
X cLuB SAME 2000 |"22:30[TH 17-0ec|M | "27/C_[MT ROSKILL MR [EBA DO |FORTET ~— |AK | "780043] 7| " '86s|AKC




'ALLEGED OFFENCES (the percentages are rounded off) _ | | _ |
Licensed premises . [ " _ _ .

Total |DD % DO % PR % A % DT _e\e \') % FV % PO % DR %
Jan - 68 26| 37% 23| 34% 3 4% 7! 10% ol 0% 71 10% 3 4% 1 1% 0 0%
Feb 95 | 43| 45% 29 30% 3 3% 2 2% 3 3% 71 7% 3 3% 1 1% 1 1%
Mar 134 81| 60% 30| 22% 6 4% 5 4% 2 1% 5 4% 0 0%| 3 2% 1 1%
Apr 124 56| 45% 45, 36% 7 6% 7 6% 2 2% 4 3% 1 1% 2 2% 1 1%
May 158 110 B9% 27 17% 6 4% 2 1% 2 1% 6 4% 2/ ._ob_ 2 1% 1 1%
Jun §5 31| 54% 10| 18% 3| 5% 3 5% 0 0% 4| 6% 0 0% 3 5% 1 2%
Jul | 193] 125 69% 46| 24% 7 4% | 2 1% 6 3% 3 1% 0 0% 2 1% 0 0%
Aug e8| 33 48% 21 31% 3 4% 2| 3% 0 0% 1 1% 4 6% 4 O% 0 0%
Sep | 104 78| 75% 13 16%) 3 3% 0 0% 6 8% 11 10% 0 0% 2| 2%, 0 0%
Oct 102 87| 67% 16, 16% 3 3% 0 0% 1 1% 11 1% 0 0% 2 2% 0 0%
|Nov 76 43| 56% 21, 27% 1 1% 3 4% 1 1% 1 1% 0| 0% 3| 4% 0 0%
Dec 131 61, 46% 37, 28% 1 1% 7 5% 2 1% 10 7% 0 0% 7. 5% 4 3%
Total 1308 7563| 57%| 318 24% 46| 3% 40| 3% 25| 2% 69 5% 13 1% 32 2% ) 1%
Non-licensed places _ _

Total DD % DO % PR |% A % DT % v % FV % PO (% DR [%
Jan 186 42| 23% 68| 37% 200 11% 18| 10% 11 6% 11 6% 6| 3% 4 2% 3 2%
Feb 194 63| 32% 49| 25% 23| 12% 8 4% 13 7% 17| 8% 7 4% | 6 3% 1 0%
Mar 248| 113| 45% 89| 24% 23 9% 10 4% 13 5% | 10 4% 8 3% 4 2% 3 1%
Apr 187 81 27% 65 29% 15 8% 7] 4% 15 8% 25 13% 8 4% 8 4% 0 0%
May | 284 98| 37% 78| 29% 16| 6% 18 7% 19 7% 14| 15% 11 4% 71 3% 1 0%
Jun | 198 46| 23% 69| 35% 13 6% 9 5% 18 9% 20/ 10% 9 5% 9 5% 2 1%
Jul 306| 122/ 40%  107| 35% _ 21 7% 8 3% 16| 5% 9 3% 11 4% 4 1% 4 1%
Aug 248 §1| 20% 77 3% 24, 10% 17| 7% 25 10% 200 8% 18 7% 11, 4% 2 1%
Sep 203 €9 35% 52| 25% 14 7% 21| 10% 16| 8% 21| 10% 9| 4% 10| 5% 3 1%]
Oct 231 86 24% 45 19% 70 3% 7, 3% 2 1% 4| 2% 1 0% 2 1% 1 0%
[Nov 277 64 2% 122] 44% 12| 4% 16| 5% 24| 9%| 19| 7% 6 2% 8 3% 3 1%
Dec 314 90| 28%| 109| 35% 18 6% 14| 4% 24| 8% 24 mo\o_ 15 4% 14| 4% 2 0%
Total | 2856| 865 30%! 890| 31%| 206 7%| 162| 5S%| 196 7%| 194| 7% 109 4% 88 3% 26 1%

32



AGE OF ALLEGED OFFENDERS
Licensed premises
Jan |Feb |Mar |Apr |May (Jun (Jul |Aug [Sep |Oct [Nov Total
<20 5{ 71 18| 17| 25 23| 9| 12| 13 16| 163
20-29| 29| 45| 52| s3] 65| 25| 66| 16| 44| 50 30| 541
3033 14| 23| 35| 34| 38| 15| s8] 18| 25| 24 19| 327
4049 9| 10| 19| 12| 20 s| 31| 13| 18] 13 6| 177
50-59 6/ 6 6 5 9 3 9o 4 3 1 3 60
>60 2l o 2 o o 1 ol o o 1
1275
INondicensed places
<20 38| 31| 72| 41| 59| 37| s9| 62| 33| 47 47| 580
2029| 77| 65 68/ 58 94| 83| 114] 91| 1| 87| 108| 1016
3033 45| 49| 52| 48] s8] 49| 87] 48] 48| so 80| 713
4049 19| 25| 36| 28| 31| 14| 27| 27| 22| 22 34| 318
5059 5| 12| 15 8| 18| 7| 14| 18] 12| 14 6| 139
>60 ol 3 3 a4 4 a4 2| 4 2 1 35
| 2801
[ETHNIC BACKGROUND OF ALLEGED OFFENDERS
il e m P A e M P A I
Licensed premises Non-licensed places
Jan 40| 30 10/ s o 62 63 49 7 4
Feb 57 19 12 3| 3] 85| e61] 34 s 2
Mar | 91| 22 15| 5 2| 107 68 55 12| 4
Apr 81 20 18 4 0 84 49 45| s 3
May T92] 31 271 8| 1| 115 69| 62 12 5
[ Jun 27| 12 8 6 2| 9| 4| 50| 68 §
Jat | 31| 30| 20 & 3| 124 84 78 7 8
Aug 45 13 7 3 of 93 57 4 6 4
Sep 52 2 17 9 0 80 57 49 6 4
Oct 49 18 23 7 3 102 66 50 5 _4L
Nov 45 18 10 3 o] 120 86 57 7 3
Dec 75 29 20! 8] 1| 129 87 33 5 6
Total 785 264 187 63| 15| 1196| 788| 611 83] 53
RESIDENTIAL SUBURBS OF ALLEGED OFFENDERS (percentages rounded)
) Licensed Nondicensed
" |Total [Local |% Other |%  |Total |Local |% Other |%
Jan N 63 34| 50% 34| 50%| 185 119] 64% 55 31%
Feb T 95 46| 48% 47| 48%| 184| 108] 55%| 76 39%
Mar 134 56| 42% 72| 54%| 248] 151 61% 84| 34%|
Apr 124| 55| 44% 66| 53%| 187| 109| 58% 64 34%
May 158 64| 40%| 91| 57%| 264| 153| 55% 93| 35%
Jun 55| 26| 50% 27| 50%| 198] 110| 55% 77| 39%
Jul 193] 74| 38%| 115 59%| 306| 185 60%| 105 34%
Aug 1 es 32| 50% 34| 50%| 248] 139] 56% 94| 38%
Sep 104 42| 40% 49| 47%| 203| 131 64%| 53] 26%
Oct 102| 51| 50%| 50| S0%| 231| 133] S57% 82| 35%
|nov 78 33| 43% 0| 52%| 277| 145] 52%| 121] 43%
Dec 131 49| 37% 77| 58%| 314 195] e2%| 99| 3%
Totals 1308]  562| 43%| 702| 54%| 2855 1678] 59%| 1003 35%
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