


   

 
  
 

 

BACKGROUND 

1. On 31 July 2018, an application was lodged by Kavish Jagia and Sukhvinder Singh (the Licensees) 
under the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 (the LCR Act)1 with the Victorian Commission for 

Gambling and Liquor Regulation (the Commission) for the premises known as Maharaja Palace 

Northcote, located at First Floor, 417-419 High Street, Northcote (the Premises) for:  

(a) a variation of licence category from a restaurant and café licence (licence no. 32241953) 

(Restaurant and Café Licence) to an on-premises licence; and 

(b) an extension to the permitted hours to supply liquor for consumption on the Premises for all 

days of the week (excluding Sunday) to 1am the following morning,  

(Variation Application). 

2. The Variation Application included: 

(a) a written submission and photographs of the area around the Premises; 

(b) a copy of a Venue Management Plan for the Premises; 

(c) a copy of a letter from Darebin City Council (the Council) dated 4 January 2018 advising that 

a planning permit was not required for the Variation Application; 

(d) a red-line plan outlining the area in which liquor will be supplied on the Premises; and 

(e) a Statement of Display confirming that the Variation Application was displayed in accordance 

with the Commission requirements, dated 16 October 2018.2  

3. In accordance with section 33(1) of the LCR Act, a delegate of the Commission (Delegate) provided 

a copy of the Variation Application to Victoria Police on 1 August 2018. On 10 October 2018, 

Victoria Police informed the Commission that it did not object to the grant of the Variation 

Application. 

4. In accordance with section 33(2) of the LCR Act, the Delegate also provided a copy of the Variation 

Application to the Council on 1 August 2018. No response was received from the Council. 

5. A total of 28 objections (Objections) from 32 local residents (Objectors) were received by the 

Delegate. In summary, concerns were raised in the Objections that a grant of the Variation 

Application would detract from, or be detrimental to, the amenity of the area in which the Premises 

are situated as there will be a likely increase in excessive music and patron noise, emptying of 

bins, parking impacts and general anti-social behaviour from patrons of the Premises.  

                                                
1  All references to legislation are references to the LCR Act unless stated otherwise. 
2  This Statement of Display was provided following the Commission’s direction to display the notice for an additional period 

as the original display period did not comply with the requirements of the LCR Act.  

REASONS FOR DECISION 



   

 
  
 

 

6. On 16 October 2018, the Licensees provided the Delegate with a written submission in support of 

the Variation Application and in response to the Objections. The Licensees stated that (in 

summary): 

(a) certain noise attenuation works had already been taken to reduce noise from the Premises 

(e.g. double glazing of windows, installation of rubber sound barriers and sound bats in the 

ceiling, provision of acoustic and vibration dampening film, installation of a sound box for the 

refrigeration unit); 

(b) a portable sound measurer was in use to regularly check if music volume was exceeding 

restrictions; 

(c) due to the proximity of their residences to a commercial zone, the accepted level of amenity for 

the Objectors is at a different standard than residents in an isolated residential zone; 

(d) the noise relating to rubbish collection was more likely to relate to another licensed premises 

located on the ground floor at the same street address; 

(e) the Council and Victoria Police had no objection to the Variation Application; 

(f) staff were instructed not to conduct any rubbish removal in the laneway between 11pm and 

8am; 

(g) they would accept following conditions: 

i. no live or recorded amplified music (other than background music) allowed to be played 

after 11pm on any night; 

ii. the door to the rear of the premises to remain closed between 11pm and 8am and not 

used by patrons at any other time, other than during an emergency; and 

iii. on Friday and Saturday nights between 11pm until 30 minutes after closure, the Licensee 

must have security staff to monitor the behaviour of patrons as they depart, until such time 

as all patrons have departed the vicinity, to ensure that those patrons do not disturb the 

amenity of the area as they leave. 

7. The Licensees also advised the Delegate that, in response to the Objections, they determined to 

amend the Variation Application so that the proposed closing hour for Monday through Thursday 

nights would be two hours earlier, namely 11pm. As such, the Variation Application only sought 

extended trading hours on Friday and Saturday nights. 



   

 
  
 

 

8. On 8 November 2018, the Delegate determined to grant the Variation Application (the Original 
Decision), and issued an on-premises licence (licence no. 32348103) (On-Premises Licence) 

subject to the following special conditions (Special Conditions): 
No live or recorded amplified music (other than background music) allowed to be 

played after 11pm on any night. 

The door to the rear of the premises to remain closed between 11pm and 8am and 

not used by patrons at any other time, other than during an emergency. 

On Friday and Saturday nights between 11pm until 30 minutes after closure, the 

licence must have security staff to monitor the behaviour of patrons as they depart, 

until such time as all patrons have departed the vicinity, to ensure that those patrons 

do not disturb the amenity of the area as they leave. 

9. The Original Decision also imposed the following trading hours on the On-Premises Licence: 
Good Friday     Between 12 noon and 1 am the following day 

ANZAC Day (Friday and Saturday) Between 12 noon and 1 am the following day 

ANZAC Day (Sunday to Wednesday) Between 12 noon and 11 pm  

Sunday      Between 10 am and 11 pm 

Friday and Saturday    Between 7 am and 1 am the following day 

On any other day    Between 7 am and 11 pm  

10. On 6 December 2018, an objector, Fr Gerald Medici (First Applicant), lodged an application for 

internal review of the Original Decision (Review Application). The Review Application also sought 

to have the effects of the Original Decision delayed until the Review Application had been 

completed (Stay Application). Having regard to submissions in response to the Stay Application 

from the Licensees dated 10 December 2018, the Commission determined the grant the Stay 

Application on 17 December 2018 due to the potential amenity impact on the area surrounding the 

Premises. The effect of granting the Stay Application was that the Licensees could continue to 

trade under the Restaurant and Café Licence, but could not trade under the On-Premises Licence 

until the completion of this internal review. 
11. On 7 December 2018, a further objector, Ms Mary Trimble (Second Applicant), lodged an 

application for internal review of the Original Decision. Although this application was received by 

the Commission more than 28 days after the Second Applicant had received the statement of 

reasons from the Delegate, the Commission determined that there were exceptional circumstances 

for the delay in lodgement, and subsequently accepted this application as valid under section 153 

of the LCR Act on 12 December 2018.  



   

 
  
 

 

LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK AND THE TASK BEFORE THE COMMISSION 
12. Under the LCR Act, an application for a variation of licence category may be contested or 

uncontested. Pursuant to section 3(1) of the LCR Act, a contested application relevantly includes 

“an application for the grant, variation, transfer or relocation of a licence or BYO permit in respect 

of which any objections are received under Division 5 of Part 2 within the period set out in that 

Division for those objections (or that period as extended under section 174)”.3 

13. Under section 38 of the LCR Act, any person may object to the variation of a licence on the ground 

that the variation would detract from or be detrimental to the amenity of the area in which the 

licensed premises or proposed licensed premises are situated. 

14. Provision is also made under the LCR Act for notification and consideration of whether to make an 

objection by the Chief Commissioner of Police, the municipal council in which the premises are 

situated, and/or the licensing inspector.4 

15. The Review Applications are made pursuant to section 153 of the LCR Act. The Original Decision 

is a reviewable decision and the Applicants are eligible persons under Division 2 of Part 9 of the 

LCR Act. 

16. Pursuant to section 157(1) of the LCR Act, the specific task for the Commission with respect to the 

Review Application is to make a fresh decision that: 

(a) affirms or varies the reviewable decision; or 

(b) sets aside the reviewable decision and substitutes another decision that the Commission on 

review considers appropriate. 

17. In effect, the Commission, on internal review, stands in the shoes of the original decision maker 

and makes a fresh decision with respect to the Variation Application. In doing so, it must consider 

all the information, material and evidence before the original decision maker.5  It may also consider 

further information, material or evidence as part of making its decision.6 

Conduct of an inquiry 

18. Section 34 of the Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor Regulation Act 2011 (VCGLR 
Act) provides that subject to that Act, gambling legislation or liquor legislation, the Commission 

may conduct any inquiry in any manner it considers appropriate. Relevant provisions governing the 

conduct of an inquiry by the Commission in this matter include: 

(a) section 33 of the VCGLR Act, which provides, inter alia: 

                                                
3  Conversely, an “uncontested application” is defined in section 3(1) as being “an application for the grant, variation, 

transfer or relocation of a licence or BYO permit in respect of which no objection is received under Division 5 of Part 2 
within the period set out in that Division for that objection (or that period as extended under section 174)”. 

4  LCR Act, sections 39 to 41. 
5  Section 157(2) of the LCR Act. 
6  See section 157(3) of the LCR Act. 



   

 
  
 

 

“(1) The Commission may conduct an inquiry for the purposes of performing its 

functions or duties, or exercising its powers under this Act, gambling legislation 

or liquor legislation. 

… 

(3) When conducting an inquiry for the purposes of performing its functions under 

section 9(1)(a), (b), (c) or (d) the Commission is taken to be a board appointed 

by the Governor in Council and Division 5 of Part 1 (including section 21A) of the 

Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958, as in force immediately before 

the repeal of that Division, applies accordingly.” 

(b) section 25(3) of the VCGLR Act, which provides: 
“In performing a function or duty the Commission— 

(a) except when exercising a power under Division 5 of Part 1 of the Evidence 

(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958, is not bound by the rules of evidence but 

may inform itself in any way it thinks fit; 

(b) is bound by the rules of natural justice.” 

Determination of a contested application 

19. Where an application is a contested application, pursuant to section 47(1) of the LCR Act:  
“Subject to Division 3, the Commission must, after the period for making an objection 

under Division 5 has expired, including any extension of time granted for making an 

objection, grant or refuse a contested application.” 

20. Section 47(3) of the LCR Act provides that before granting or refusing a contested application 

under subsection (1), the Commission: 
“(a) may have regard to any matter the Commission considers relevant; and 

(b) may make any enquiries the Commission considers appropriate; and 

(c) must give the applicant and each objector a reasonable opportunity to be heard.” 

21. Section 9(3) of the VCGLR Act provides that: 
“The Commission must, when performing functions or duties or exercising its powers 

under the Gambling Regulation Act 2003, the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998, the 

Casino Control Act 1991, the Racing Act 1958 or any other Act, have regard to the 

objects of the Act conferring functions on the Commission.” 7  

22. Accordingly, in exercising its discretion to either grant or refuse a contested application under 

section 47(1) of the LCR Act, the Commission must have regard to the objects of the LCR Act.  

                                                
7  There are no objects specified in the VCGLR Act itself.  



   

 
  
 

 

23. The objects of the LCR Act are set out in section 4(1), which provides:  
“(1) The objects of this Act are— 

(a) to contribute to minimising harm arising from the misuse and abuse of 

alcohol, including by— 

(i) providing adequate controls over the supply and consumption of 

liquor; and 

(ii) ensuring as far as practicable that the supply of liquor contributes 

to, and does not detract from, the amenity of community life; and 

(iii) restricting the supply of certain other alcoholic products; and 

(iv) encouraging a culture of responsible consumption of alcohol and 

reducing risky drinking of alcohol and its impact on the 

community; and 

(b) to facilitate the development of a diversity of licensed facilities reflecting 

community expectations; and 

(c) to contribute to the responsible development of the liquor, licensed 

hospitality and live music industries; and 

(d) to regulate licensed premises that provide sexually explicit 

entertainment.” 
24. Section 9(4) of the VCGLR Act further provides that: 

“The Commission must, when performing functions or duties or exercising its powers 

under gambling legislation or liquor legislation, have regard to any decision-making 

guidelines issued by the Minister under section 5.” 

25. Decision-making guidelines titled “Assessment of the Cumulative Impact of Licensed Premises” 

dated 7 June 2012 were issued by the then Minister for Consumer Affairs and Minister responsible 

for administering the LCR Act (Cumulative Impact Guidelines). The Cumulative Impact Guidelines 

provides that the Commission “may assess the contribution of a new licensed premises, or the 

variation or relocation of an existing licensed premises, to the cumulative impact of a concentration 

of licensed premises in an area”. 

26. Section 4(2) of the LCR Act provides further that: 
“It is the intention of Parliament that every power, authority, discretion, jurisdiction and 

duty conferred or imposed by this Act must be exercised and performed with due 

regard to harm minimisation and the risks associated with the misuse and abuse of 

alcohol.” 

27. The Court of Appeal of the Victorian Supreme Court has made it clear in Kordister Pty Ltd v Director 

of Liquor Licensing [2012] VSCA 325 (Kordister) that harm minimisation is a fundamental principle 

of the LCR Act, and can properly be regarded as “the primary regulatory object of the Act and 



   

 
  
 

 

therefore the primary consideration in liquor licensing decisions”.8  However, as was also noted by 

the Court of Appeal, “this is not to say … that it [harm minimisation] is to be taken into account, or 

given such weight, to the exclusion of the other objects”.9 

28. Pursuant to sections 47(2) and 44(2) of the LCR Act, the Commission may refuse to grant the 

Original Application on certain grounds, including: 

(a) that the grant of the application would detract from or be detrimental to the amenity of the area 

in which the Premises to which the application relates are situated (section 44(2)(b)(i)); and 

(b) that the grant of the application would be conducive to or encourage the misuse or abuse of 

alcohol (section 44(2)(b)(ii)). 

29. For the purposes of the LCR Act, the amenity of an area is defined as being the quality that the 

area has of being pleasant and agreeable.10  Factors that may be taken into account in determining 

whether a proposed variation would detract from or be detrimental to the amenity of the area 

include:  
“(d) the possibility of nuisance or vandalism;  

(e) the harmony and coherence of the environment; and 

(f) any other prescribed matters.”11 

 However, the definition of ‘amenity’ for the purposes of the LCR Act is not limited by these factors.12 

30. The Commission considers that while the grounds of refusal outlined in sections 47(2) and 44(2) 

are relevant considerations, the ultimate determination of a contested application is to be made 

pursuant to sections 47(1) and 157(1) at the discretion of the Commission with reference to the 

objects of the LCR Act. 

31. Under section 49 of the LCR Act, the Commission may impose any condition it thinks fit on the 

grant of an application.   

MATERIAL BEFORE THE COMMISSION AND PUBLIC HEARING 

32. The Commission on review had before it, and considered, all materials received by the Delegate. 

33. The Commission also received and considered the following materials: 

(a) Decision and Reasons for Decision of the delegate for the Variation Application, dated 

8 November 2018; 

(b) Review Applications received by the Commission on 6 December 2018 and 12 December 

2018; 

                                                
8  See Kordister [2012] VSCA 325, at [19] per Warren CJ and Osborn JA; [188] per Tate JA. 
9  See Kordister [2012] VSCA 325, at [188] per Tate JA. 
10  LCR Act 1998, section 3A(1). 
11  LCR Act 1998, section 3A(2). Until the recent legislative amendment, the Commission could also consider the following 

factors as evidence of detriment to the amenity of the area: (a) the presence (or absence) of parking facilities; (b) traffic 
movement and density; (c) noise levels. 

12  LCR Act 1998, section 3A(3). 



   

 
  
 

 

(c) written submission from the First Applicant, dated 1 January 2019; 

(d) a Pre-Hearing Inspection and Compliance Report prepared by inspectors of the Commission’s 

Compliance Division, dated 2 January 2019; 

(e) a submission from another objector to the Variation Application, Mr David Ford, dated 

3 January 2019; and 

(f) written submission from the Licensee in relation to the Review Application and subsequent 

submissions, dated 4 January 2019. 

34. On 9 January 2019, the Commission conducted a public hearing in relation to the Review 

Application (the Hearing). Prior to the hearing, the Applicants advised the Commission that they 

would not be available to attend the Hearing, however consented for the matter to be heard in their 

absence on the basis of the material they had previously submitted. The Licensee was represented 

by Mr Rob Steane, Liquor Consultancy Services. One of the Licensees, Mr Kavish Jagia, was 

called as a witness and gave oral evidence at the Hearing. 

35. Prior to the Hearing, Deputy Chair Versey and Deputy Chair O’Donnell visited the Premises and 

conducted a visual inspection of the area immediately surrounding the Premises. 

36. Following the Hearing and as requested by the Commission, the Licensees provided an updated 

version of the Venue Management Plan on 21 January 2019, which gave further detail as to the 

Licensees’ processes for dealing with particular amenity and noise concerns.   

DETERMINATION OF THE REVIEW APPLICATION 

Amenity 

37. In detailing the reasons for its determination of this Review Application, the key issue to be 

determined by the Commission is whether the granting of the Variation Application would detract 

from, or be detrimental to, the amenity of the area in which the Premises are situated. The 

Commission considered that the submissions made by the Applicants (and the other Objectors at 

first instance) were in relation to three distinct ways in which they considered the Premises 

impacted the amenity of the area: 

(a) music and patron noise at the Premises; 

(b) noise emanating from the Premises during emptying of bins; and 

(c) violent and anti-social behaviour of patrons leaving the Premises. 

38. To the extent that the Review Applications raise issues with the suitability of the Licensees, these 

are not valid objections to the Variation Application under section 38 of the LCR Act. In any event, 

the Commission considered that there was no evidence before it which brought the Licensees’ 

suitability into question.    



   

 
  
 

 

Music and patron noise at the Premises 

39. The Review Applications and the Objections at first instance raised concerns that the Licensees 

often played loud music as part of the functions held at the Premises, which at times extended past 

the permitted trading hours on the Restaurant and Café Licence. Many of the Objectors claimed 

that the loud music and patron noise impacted on their ability to sleep during these periods, and 

overall detracted from the enjoyment of their residences.  

40. The Licensees confirmed at the Hearing that a sound measurement device was used to ensure the 

level of noise emanating from the Premises was in compliance with State Environment Protection 

Policy (Control of Music Noise from Public Premises) No. N-2 (the SEPP N-2). Mr Jagia stated that 

noise levels were monitored out the front of the Premises, as well as in the rear courtyard abutting 

the laneway closest to the residential area.  

41. Mr Jagia gave evidence that the Licensees made the Variation Application in order to operate the 

Premises as a function centre, rather than a restaurant, focusing on weddings and engagement 

parties. Although the Premises has a maximum capacity of 200 patrons, he stated that many of the 

functions held at the Premises were for 100 to 120 patrons, with some larger functions with up to 

160 patrons. Approximately half of all functions would include DJ entertainment, with others just 

having background music. 

42. The Licensees referred to their earlier submissions of the steps taken to minimise the impact of 

noise on the amenity of the area. These included:  

(a) the noise attenuation works that had been taken to reduce noise from the Premises (e.g. double 

glazing of windows, installation of rubber sound barriers and sound bats in the ceiling, provision 

of acoustic and vibration dampening film, installation of a sound box for the refrigeration unit); 

(b) the creation of an air-lock between the main floor of the Premises and the rear door; and 

(c) the use of a portable sound measurer to regularly check if music volume was exceeding 

restrictions. 

43. In relation to the proposed extended hours on Friday and Saturday night, Mr Jagia stated that while 

functions on these nights may run longer than the current permitted time of 11pm, it was generally 

not intended that functions would run until 1am. Instead, he gave evidence that one of the reasons 

for the extension was to permit the supply of liquor to the host or organisers of a function once the 

majority of patrons had departed.  

44. At the Hearing, Mr Jagia also confirmed the Licensees’ willingness for conditions to be imposed on 

the licence that:  

(a) limited the use of amplified music at the Premises until 11pm each night; 

(b) restricted the use of the rear door for staff during specified hours; and 

(c) required security staff be present to monitor the behaviour of patrons as they depart the 



   

 
  
 

 

Premises on Friday and Saturday nights.  

45. Taking into account the evidence before it, the Commission considers that the Licensees are aware 

of, and taking meaningful steps to minimise, the noise that is created at their Premises. In particular, 

the Commission notes the attenuation works undertaken by the Licensees, the use of a sound 

measurer to ensure compliance with licence conditions, and limiting the extended trading hours to 

Friday and Saturday nights only, will greatly assist in minimising the impact of music and patron 

noise from the Premises. While it is likely that some noise will emanate from the operation of the 

Premises, the Commission finds that, having regard to the conditions and permitted trading hours 

to be imposed on the Licence as set out in Appendix One, the amount of noise will not, on balance, 

be detrimental to the amenity of the area. 

Noise emanating from the Premises during emptying of bins 

46. The Licensees submitted that bins at the Premises are not emptied during functions, as wheelie 

bins are utilised within the Premises and then removed to the outside area during a function. The 

wheelie bins are only moved from the common area through the laneway for collection at the corner 

of High and Elm Streets during day-time business hours. At the Hearing, Mr Jagia gave evidence 

that he was not aware of a situation where the wheelie bins would be emptied or moved externally 

to the rear courtyard at a time that would disturb nearby residents. 

47. The Licensees also submitted that it was possible that any excessive noise relating to emptying of 

bins was being caused by the licensee on the ground floor, Downunder Curry.  

48. Having regard to that evidence, the Commission accepts the Licensees’ evidence that such noise 

could be caused by the licensee on the ground floor and finds that the Licensees’ procedures for 

the removal of rubbish and the emptying of bins at the Premises will not be detrimental to the 

amenity of the area.  

Violence and anti-social behaviour of patrons 

49. The Review Applications and the Objections at first instance raised concerns regarding incidents 

of violence and anti-social behaviour of patrons upon leaving the Premises.  

50. The Licensees submitted that they were not aware of any incidents arising from their patrons, and 

it was possible that, to the extent such incidents occurred, it was caused by patrons from other 

nearby premises as they moved towards Northcote train station.  

51. At the Hearing, the Licensees confirmed their willingness for a condition to be imposed on the 

licence requiring security staff be present to monitor the behaviour of patrons as they depart the 

Premises on Friday and Saturday nights.  

52. The Commission notes that the Pre-Hearing Inspection and Compliance Report does not indicate 

that there have been any reported issues relating to violence or anti-social behaviour at the 



   

 
  
 

 

Premises. The Commission has also taken into account that neither Victoria Police nor the Council 

lodged objections in relation to the Variation Application.   

53. Overall, the Commission is satisfied that there is no evidence to substantiate the concerns of the 

Review Applicants and original Objectors relating to incidents of violence and anti-social 

behaviours relating to the Premises. As such, the Commission finds that no such impact on amenity 

exists in this matter.  

Findings of the Commission with respect to amenity 

54. The Commission is satisfied that the Licensees have demonstrated that they have already taken 

some reasonable steps and given due consideration to the potential for negative impacts on the 

amenity of the area when operating the Premises, in light of the previous attenuation works and 

proposed licence condition to prohibit use of the rear door of the Premises after 11pm each night 

(except in the case of emergency).  

55. The Commission also notes the updated Venue Management Plan provides an improved level of 

detail regarding the processes and procedures the Licensees will undertake at the Premises. The 

Commission is satisfied that these measures will further mitigate any negative impact on the 

amenity of the area as a result of any grant of the Variation Application. 

56. In summary, the Commission finds that, subject to the conditions outlined in Appendix One, the 

grant of the Variation Application that is the subject of the Review Application will not, on balance, 

detract from, or be detrimental to, the amenity of the area. The Commission also considers that the 

conditions outlined in Appendix One relating to the use of the Premises mitigate and minimise any 

potential negative impact with respect to amenity. 

DECISION  

57. In determining this Review Application, the Commission has had regard to the objects of the LCR 

Act, and in particular, harm minimisation. Further, in addition to determining issues with respect to 

amenity (see above), the Commission has also considered whether granting the Variation 

Application would be conducive to, or encourage, the misuse or abuse of alcohol. On this issue, 

the Commission notes that there has been no evidence that the Review Application would do so. 

58. The Commission has also had regard to the Cumulative Impact Guidelines when determining this 

Review Application.13 The Commission considers that granting the Variation Application will not 

negatively affect the cumulative impact of licensed premises in the area of the Premises. This is 

particularly the case given the Premises is a comparatively small venue in the local area, the 

                                                
13 In accordance with section 9(4) of the VCGLR Act. 



   

 
  
 

 

Variation Application will only extend trading hours at the Premises on Friday and Saturday nights 

and therefore is likely to have only a minimal effect on cumulative impact, if any. 

59. Based on the reasons detailed above, the Commission is satisfied that granting the Variation 

Application is appropriate in the circumstances. Having regard to the objects of the LCR Act, 

pursuant to sections 47(1), 49 and 157 of the LCR Act, the Commission has determined to affirm 

the Original Decision subject to the conditions set out in Appendix One. 

The preceding paragraphs are a true copy of the Reasons for Decision of Ms Helen Versey, 
Deputy Chair, Ms Deirdre O’Donnell, Deputy Chair, and Mr Des Powell AM, Commissioner  



   

 
  
 

 

Appendix One – Conditions for on-premises licence 32348103 
 
 
TYPE OF LICENCE 
This licence is an on-premises licence and authorises the licensee to supply liquor on the licensed 
premises for consumption on the licensed premises during the trading hours specified below. 
 
AMENITY 
The licensee must not cause or permit undue detriment to the amenity of the area to arise out of or in 
connection with the use of the premises to which the licence relates during or immediately after the 
trading hours authorised under this licence. 
 
The licensee must ensure that the level of noise emitted from the licensed premises shall not exceed 
the permissible noise levels for entertainment noise as specified in the State Environment Protection 
Policy (Control of Music Noise from Public Premises) No. N-2. 
 
TRANSFER OF LICENCE 
This licence is only transferable to the holder of the renewable limited licence in respect of these 
premises. 
 
SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

• No live or recorded amplified music (other than background music) allowed to be played after 
11pm on any night. 

• The door to the rear of the premises to remain closed between 11pm and 8am and not used by 
patrons at any other time, other than during an emergency. 

• On Friday and Saturday nights between 11pm until 30 minutes after closure, the licensee must 
have security staff to monitor the behaviour of patrons as they depart, until such time as all 
patrons have departed the vicinity, to ensure that those patrons do not disturb the amenity of 
the area as they leave. 

 
MAXIMUM CAPACITIES 
200 patrons 
 
TRADING HOURS 
Good Friday     Between 12 noon and 1 am the following day 
ANZAC Day (Friday and Saturday)  Between 12 noon and 1 am the following day 
ANZAC Day (Sunday to Wednesday) Between 12 noon and 11 pm  
Sunday      Between 10 am and 11 pm 
Friday and Saturday    Between 7 am and 1 am the following day 
On any other day     Between 7 am and 11 pm 
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