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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

No Response

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Female

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

25-34

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

If alcohol becomes more expensive for problematic drinkers then the issue of an increase in acquisitive crime
will need to be addressed.

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0



Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each



application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score



0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from



regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.
No Response

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

South West England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

65 and over

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No. The idea is doomed to failure and will increase the criminality and use of unsafe substances.

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Overall there will be an increase in prices across all alcohol drinks (simple economics). Some people who
drink responsibly cannot afford the increase and so will be denied their pleasure. ONCE AGAIN WE ALL
HAVE TO PAY FOR THE IRRESPONSIBLE BEHAVIOUR OF THE FEW, PUNISH THE WRONG DOERS eg
On the spot fines for D&D.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No



Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Responsible drinkers who are by far and away the majority.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125mi
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score



0
Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be



limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0



Page Score
0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know
Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
Ancillary sales of alcohol
Temporary event notices
Late night refreshment
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

X | X | X | X | X | X|X|X

Personal licences

Score
0
Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If



yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

Most of the wording in this form is incomprehensible, and some of the answers may be misleading. What | do
wish to register firmly is that this idea of minimal pricing is lunatic. Why do all of us have to pay for the
misdemeanors of the few.

There will be an increase in crime particularly smuggling and an increased in use of even more dangerous
substances.

There will be an overall inflationary affect.

In Spain the price of alcohol is much cheaper than the UK and the only problem they have is with British
Tourists.

THE TIME OF THE HOME OFFICE WOULD BE FAR BETTER SPENT REINTRODUCING AND
ENFORCING DISCIPLINE IN THIS COUNTRY. NOT ISSUING ACROSS THE BOARD PUNISHMENT
BECAUSE OF THE BAD BEHAVIOUR OF THE FEW. (It's like being back at school)

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
Pages Total

1. About you 0
A minimum unit price for alcohol
A minimum unit price for alcohol

A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

o o o|o|o| o

2.
3.
4.
5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
6.
7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions
8.

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses
11. Freeing up responsible businesses
12. Freeing up responsible businesses
13. Freeing up responsible businesses
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16. Impact assessments
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Total Survey Score:



Alcohol strategy consultation

User Details - 5179053
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Time taken: 8 mins, 40 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

Treat as confidential

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Local government (other)

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below:
Trading Standards

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

East of England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy



promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm

Irrespons_lble Yes Yes Yes Yes
promotions
Dispensing alcohol

directly into the mouth e e VEE VEE

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes No Yes
free tap water

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes

small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

A compulsory level of accreditted training such as Trading Standards Institute Fair Trading Award Under Age
Sales module and BIl Award in the responsible retail of alcohol training for staff before they are able to sell



alcohol as part of their duties. Age verification should alos be extended to make either Challenge 21 or
Challenge 25 a compulsory condition

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No



Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses



Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know

Minimum unit pricing

Multi-buy promotions

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

Ancillary sales of alcohol

X | X | X | X | X

Temporary event notices



Late night refreshment X
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X
Personal licences X
Score
0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
Pages Total

1. About you 0
. A minimum unit price for alcohol
. A minimum unit price for alcohol
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. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions
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4
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

North West England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

25-34

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

If people want to drink, they will, even if it costs more. People will just have even less money. If public houses
and shops lose business if people cant afford alcochol, then more businesses will shut down and even more
people will become unemployed. And what i read said crime would go down. What if alcoholics start stealing
from houses or people because they need money for alcohol, like some drug users do? People might even
hurt others in the process, another crime factor.

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

It should NOT be introduced. Im a hard worker and | am a skilled worker. | enjoy a drink like many who drink
sensibly. With all the bills costing enough already, with Gas and Electric prices increasing all the time, and the
annual budget increasing the cost of living all the time, whilst many people such as myself, when employed
have always been on minimum wage or slightly above, | have little money left and increasing the price of
something else, such as alcohol, will just make a sensible drinker like me, even poorer.

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade



Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Dont do it! Its a ridiculous idea and will make the poor, poorer. And | am very certain it will not change a thing,
or very little, it will just make people worse off. It may reduce crime in one way, but it will increase crimes in
other ways.

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade



and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.
No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses



Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0



Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know

Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X

Ancillary sales of alcohol
Temporary event notices
Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

X | X | X | X | X

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations



Personal licences X

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below:
None

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

South West England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

65 and over

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Unit pricing impacts disproportionately on lower income individuals - not only excessive drinking that will
continue independent of price - cf current use of illegal drugs

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

lower income individuals - if believe that excessive consumption is price sensitive increase alcohol duty - at
least providings funding for medical facilities - hospital etc

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No
Score



0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Again the least well off and those on fixed incomes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain



qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score



0
Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know

Minimum unit pricing X

Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
Ancillary sales of alcohol
Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment

X | X | X | X | X

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations | X

Personal licences X

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer



(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).
No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
Pages Total

1. About you 0
. A minimum unit price for alcohol
. A minimum unit price for alcohol
. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

o o o o|o| o

. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

o N o o A~ WDN

. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses
11. Freeing up responsible businesses
12. Freeing up responsible businesses
13. Freeing up responsible businesses
14. Freeing up responsible businesses
15. Freeing up responsible businesses

16. Impact assessments

O o o o|lo|lo o o

Total Survey Score:



Alcohol strategy consultation

User Details - 5180424
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Time taken: 20 mins, 51 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

West Midlands

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

35-54

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

Yes

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

| believe that the 45p level would achieve the reductions stated, but that a 50p level would achieve even
greater improvements. It seems perverse to have different levels in England and Scotland and may well
therefore be harder to enforce.

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No



Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

| don't believe multi-buy promotions are inherently wrong so long as they do not lead to a breach of the
minimum unit price.

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Responsible drinkers.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irrespons_lble Yes Yes Yes Yes
promotions
Dispensing alcohol . Don't . .
directly into the mouth Don't know Know Don't know Don't know
Mandatory provision of No No No Yes
free tap water
Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes
Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes

small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No



If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of
100 words):

Enforcement of the current law preventing the sale of alcohol to someone already intoxicated!

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Need to reverse 24h licensing - a patently ridiculous measure which has not surprisingly failed to reduce
alcohol consumption, binge drinking or alcohol-related crime. Stricter licensing hours must be restored.
Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No

If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views
to a maximum of 100 words):

Licensing conditions, including minimum unit price, should be unified for on and off trade

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Data from A+E departments (as in Cardiff)

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

Reduction in antisocial behaviour, less work for police and less demand on local A+E departments

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses



Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No LIS
know
The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business X
and the kinds of sales they make
The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, X
that is both the above options
Score
0
Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No 2CIH
know
Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as X
part of the contract
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers
Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing X
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket
Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X
Score
0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

| do not agree that special provisions should be granted under these circumstances. Alcohol consumption
should not be encouraged and normalised in this way.

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:



alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

Don't know

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

Yes | No D
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

Yes | No DI
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence
L - . X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

| don't agree with lighter touch legislation.

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden | X

Increase the burden X

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No

Score



0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area | X

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes No ot
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.
Don't

Yes | No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for
the on and off-trade

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003
Act

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.



Don't

Yes  No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

It would be a disaster to allow MSAs to start selling alcohol. | can't believe this is even being considered.
Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know

Minimum unit pricing | X

Multi-buy promotions | X

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact | X
Ancillary sales of alcohol
Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment X

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences X

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
Pages Total

1. About you 0
2. A minimum unit price for alcohol
3. A minimum unit price for alcohol

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

o o o o

5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade



6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions
7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses
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16. Impact assessments
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

South East England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

65 and over

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

This will adversely affect the majority of people who drink in moderation particularly those with low incomes
Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Most people drink moderately and these will be adversely affected

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No



Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Most ordinary responsible people that

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irrespons_lble No No No Don't know

promotions
Dispensing alcohol

directly into the mouth e e e e

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
free tap water

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes

Mandatory provision of No No No No

small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory



licensing condition? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No

If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views
to a maximum of 100 words):

| think they should apply to all

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Information from Medical Research

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

Very little

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary



event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No LI
know
The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business X
and the kinds of sales they make
The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, X
that is both the above options

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as
part of the contract

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

Yes

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.



Don't

Yes | No
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

Yes | No D
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

Tempory event licences should have the same strict conditions as the main event

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden

Increase the burden

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt | X

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes No ot
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

Yes | No Vi
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X

only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003
Act

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

Yes No 2t

know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X

the on and off-trade
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only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003
Act

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know
Minimum unit pricing | X
Multi-buy promotions
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
Ancillary sales of alcohol
Temporary event notices
Late night refreshment
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

X | X | X | X | X | X | X | X

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary

Pages Total
1. About you 0
2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0
5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0
6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0
7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0
8. I_-Ie_:alth as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 0
policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 0

policies



10. Freeing up responsible businesses
11. Freeing up responsible businesses
12. Freeing up responsible businesses
13. Freeing up responsible businesses
14. Freeing up responsible businesses
15. Freeing up responsible businesses
16. Impact assessments

Total Survey Score:
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Time taken: 1 hr, 39 mins, 44 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

Yorkshire and the Humber

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Female

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

35-54

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

| do not think that a minimum price per unit will make any difference as a stand-alone policy.

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):
evidence should be gathered to determine why it is that so many people feel the need to drink to excess and
then engage with targeted groups to explore why such behaviour is an important part of their culture. All these
hospital admissions - what age are the patients and what is their history with alcohol? How did they come to
the point where alcohol has damaged their health? More importantly, would these people have curbed their
drinking if alcohol had been more expensive? The same goes for offences that are alcohol-related - what age
or social groups are committing these offences and why, and would they curb their drinking if alcohol was
more expensive?

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

| actually think the greatest impact will be on responsible drinkers who normally buy cheaper alcoholic drinks.
For example those who might buy one cheap bottle of wine a week will end up paying more to continue
drinking responsibly.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score



0
Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

This is just another example of Government trying to legislate in order to change the behaviour of people who
are just unwilling to accept responsibility for their actions and their wellbeing. The heart of this is a social issue
which can and should not be 'cured' through legislation. Again, the people who will lose out are the ones who
already drink responsibly. Where is the evidence to show that people who take advantage of multibuys drink
what they've purchased more freely and quickly than if they'd paid full price for it? Why shouldn't people be
able to save a few £ buy stocking up when there are offers available, in the same way they would do with food
items?

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

I think the people you are aiming for couldn't care less about how much they drink and will not stop and think
about it just because its been made more expensive. People need to be educated through being in contact
with others who have suffered because of alcohol - the public information films to encourage smokers to give
up are really powerful and something like this should be done to encourage people who drink to excess to
think about what they're doing.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.



Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of

and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm

Irrespons_lble No No No No
promotions
Dispensing alcohol

directly into the mouth e e Be Be

Mandatory provision of No No No No
free tap water

Age verification policy No No No Yes

Mandatory provision of No No No No

small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

The current licensing laws are right, its just that venues such as pubs and clubs continue to serve people who
are already extremely drunk. | thought that this was a coontravention of licensing laws but it seems to be to be
something that everyone turns a blind eye to. | think the whole problem we have in the UK is largely down to
the fact that these outlets continue to serve people who have clearly already had too much and to me this is
massively irresponsible; even criminal. The problem is that pubs etc are struggling to survive and if the
requirement to stop serving customers who are already drunk was enforced, | suspect many would go out of
business. Personally | don't see that as a bad thing if in the long term, people drink less.

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No

If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views
to a maximum of 100 words):

there should be emphasis on not serving people who are already drunk.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0



Page Score
0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

I think this is difficult because of the trend of certain locations being popular for parties of people to visit
solesly for the purposes of going oiut to get drunk. For example Blackpool - destination for endless 'stag' and
'hen' parties. These areas will inevitably have a high call on hospitals due to excessive drinking but largely by
people who are not resident in that area. If in an area, a trend is identified, the social reasons for that trend
should be examined and addressed before considering a CIP.

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200
words):

Again | think that where trends have been identified, other measures should be tested before a CIP is
considered. For example if there was an increase in people between certain ages being arrested for being
drunk and incapable, talk to those people and find out why this is happening and consider how they could be
engaged and educated first.

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

Impossible to be sure but | suspect none. People who are intent on drinking to excess will still do so and
refusing a new licence will make no diffeence as these people will just drink at existing venues or make retail
purchases at existing outlets.

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No Kknow

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business

and the kinds of sales they make 28
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qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller,
that is both the above options

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No LIS
know
Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as X
part of the contract
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers
Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing X
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket
Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X
Score
0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

This almost feels like making it easier to buy alcohol whilst at the same time trying to reduce consumption. It
feels uncomfortable given the increase in consumption amongst women, to think that alcohol would be
available from their salon (an unregulated provider) when they go for a hair/beauty appointment. Isn't that
simply increasing the opportunity to drink more? | think if the alcohol being sold was not for consumption
immediately then perhaps this cold work. So the florist example seems OK where the alcohol is part of a gift,
but having 2 or 3 glasses of wine at the hairdressers (and then possibly driving home) doesn't.

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

Don't know

Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200
words):

| think if the alcohol supplied was not to be consumed immediately the criteria would probably work. Given
that the aim is to reduce irresponsible drinking it seems counterproductive to make alcohol more available via
this policy.

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

Yes | No 2CI
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score
0
Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?



Please select one option.

Yes | No D
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden | X

Increase the burden X

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt | X

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area | X

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

Yes



Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade K
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

Don't

Yes No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade A
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Vi
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

I think you are being very liberal with your interpretation of the word 'burden'. How can having to reapply for a
licence once every 10 years possibly be a burden? That's a ridiculous suggestion.

Page Score

0



Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know
Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X
Ancillary sales of alcohol X
Temporary event notices
Late night refreshment
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

X | X | X | X | X

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

| do not think any of the impact assessments adress the reasons for why people drink too much - why haven't
at-risk groups been proactively identified and consulted about their attitudes towards alcohol? Why has
society reached the point whereby alcohol abuse seems to bea national passtime? All of this needs to be
understood before trying to define measures which will reduce peoples' alcohol consumption.

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
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User Details - 5181568
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Time taken: 7 mins, 54 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

Treat as confidential

Please provide your reasons in the box below:

Employed in a prison

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

South East England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

55-64

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy



promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application



if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0



Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.



No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know

Minimum unit pricing

Multi-buy promotions

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

X | X | X | X[ X | X | X | X |X

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

Drink is not like cigarettes. People will get intoxicated well before they run out of money and therefore this
measure will not impact much on binge drinking to the extent that it will reduce its effects. Furthermore | work
in an environment where much effort is put into devising ways to "home brew" at next to no cost. Are you
going to ban the sale of yeast?

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
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Alcohol strategy consultation

User Details - 5181430

Date Started: 06/12/2012 07:48:40 Date Ended: 06/12/2012 09:16:18
Time taken: 1 hr, 27 mins, 38 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Police force

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below:
Colchester and District Licensing Officer, Essex Police

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to a maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

East of England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Unless supermarket alcohol prices become equal to pub/club prices, revellers will still pre-load prior to hitting
the town. A higher age limit on off-sales would go some way towards reducing irresponsible drinking.

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):
Supermarkets and other off-sales retailers who supply the hazardous drinkers with impunity. They are the
ones who add to the problem and take no responsibility. Minimum unit pricing only increases their profit
margins. An 'off-sales tax' would have the effect of increasing unit prices whilst raising revenue that could be
spent on policing the night economy and education.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No



Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

My rule of thumb is does the promo enduce heavier drinking. e.g. a single scotch is £3 - a double scotch is £5
= money saving. Conversely a double scotch at £3.50 would enduce drinking doubles. The same principle
can be applied to off-sales promotions.

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Multi-buys does not mean irresponsible drinking. There are also to the benefit of the thrifty responsible
drinker.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irri;arso?:tsii,b':z Yes Yes Yes Yes
directly ino the mouth Yes Yes Yes Yes
Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes

free tap water

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes



ST BV TS ) Gif Don't know Dt Don't know Don't know
small measures know

Score
0
Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.
No
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of
100 words):
There should be greater guidance. At this time judging what is an irresponsible promotion is too subjective.
Two different clubs, both promoting 5 shots of spirit for £6, however, one is dispensing very low abv spirit. Are
both promos wrong or is one less wrong than the other? As a police Licensing Officer | often find that | have to
justify a decision about a promo at the Pubwatch meetings, because every DPS believes that they are being
teated unfairly. Governmental guidelines would help create a level playing field.
Score
0
Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.
No
Score
0
Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.
No
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views
to a maximum of 100 words):
Raise the minimum age for off-sales.
Score
0
Page Score
0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0



Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No LI
know
The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business
- X
and the kinds of sales they make
The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, X
that is both the above options

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score



0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden | X

Increase the burden

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).



No Response
Page Score
0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No D
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

Don't

Yes No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.



Yes | No | Don't know
Minimum unit pricing | X
Multi-buy promotions

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

X | X | X

Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices X

Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

X | X | X | X

Personal licences
Score
0
Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).
The mis-use of temporary event notices needs to be addressed. Instead of being used by the individual to
arrange small and personal functions, TENs are being used by licensed premises just to extend their trading
hours. The licensed trade are driving a coach and four through the TEN legislation. There is no point having
agreed hours on a licence when the conditions can be so easily circumvented.
Page Score
0
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

Treat as confidential

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Police officer

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below:
South -Wales Police

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

Shift briefings

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

Wales

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

35-54

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

No

Score

0



Page Score
0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0



Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm

Irrespons_lble Yes Yes Yes No
promotions
Dispensing alcohol

directly into the mouth hE hE N N

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
free tap water

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes

small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0



Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Information from A and E Units

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200
words):

as above

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’'s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score



0
Page Score
0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No LI
know
The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business X
and the kinds of sales they make
The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, X
that is both the above options

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as

part of the contract X

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment | X
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing

alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket A

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion | X

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

Yes

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed



Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

Yes | No DoR
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden | X

Increase the burden X

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

18

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know



Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt | X

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes  No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for
the on and off-trade

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003
Act

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for
the on and off-trade

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003
Act

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X

Act
Score



0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know

Minimum unit pricing

Multi-buy promotions

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

X | X | X | X | X|X|X | X | X

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary

Pages Total
1. About you 0
2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0
5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0
6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0
7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0
8. I_-Igalth as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 0
policies

9. Hgalth as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 0
policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0
11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0



13. Freeing up responsible businesses
14. Freeing up responsible businesses
15. Freeing up responsible businesses
16. Impact assessments

Total Survey Score:
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

East of England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

65 and over

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No Response

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

There should be no minimum unit price at all. Problems of alcohol related social disorder should be tackled by
direct action against those responsible for them, not by punishing the innocent along with the guilty. There
seems no reason why, eg, existing laws on public drunkenness could not be more rigorously enforced,
penalties increased, and licensing hours of clubs and bars restricted. Claims that a minimum unit price is
otherwise necessary because many of us are drinking 'too much' are offensive, patronising and disrespectful
of individual freedom. In 2007, it was admitted by one of those responsible for drawing up the current
recommended limits on alcohol consumption that they have no firm scientific basis and were in effect drawn
out of thin air. Yet those exceeding these limits, but by no means drinking to excess, are now labelled as
engaging in 'hazardous' behaviour, when their own practical knowlege and experience tells them that much
higher levels of consumption are involved where people sadly become ill through drinking. Estimates of the
health costs of alcohol are also likely to have been signifcantly inflated by the powerful lobby groups which
appear to be behind the policy, chiefly as a result of seeking to assign an alcohol factor to many accidents or
non liver-related medical conditions when there seems no reliable scientific basis on which to so. In any case,
it needs also to recognised that costs are offset by the amount raised by alcohol duty, currently some £9
billion p.a. The consultation paper appears to seriously underestimate the effect of a miinimum unit price,
even to 'moderate’ drinkers. For example, at 45p per unit, the cost of a 440ml can of premium, branded, 5%
lager (2.2 units), currently available at 90p, would rise to 99p. Therefore a person drinking one can per day (ie
within recommended limits) would face an increase of 63p per week, ie some £33 p.a - not £7 as claimed in
the paper. The costs to allegedly 'hazardous' drinkers would obviously also be greater and much more than
the £49 claimed.

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):
Pensioners and other low-income groups may be completely prevented from enjoying innocent pleaures.
Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

The cost of catering for private family parties or celebrations will rise when this does not mean individuals are
drinking more, rather that more people are drinking what has been purchased.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can



make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

It is offensive and patronising to suggest that buying in bulk 'encourages people to buy more than they
otherwise would'. I, and no doubt many others, simply do not drink more because of the ability to buy in bulk.
For example, a discount for a case, three bottles for the price of two or the like, may simply mean that a
higher quality wine becomes affordable for a consumer.

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Those buying in bulk for family parties or celebrations, ie where what is being bought is for conumption by
many individuals.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0



Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses



Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments



Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know

Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X

Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary

Pages Total
1. About you 0
. A minimum unit price for alcohol
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below:
Thames Valley Police

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

South East England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

65 and over

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0



Page Score
0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Any amount of minimum pricing will not stop binge drinking, instead the licencing laws should change and
heavy fines should be imposed on drunk and disorderly people.

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

| do not agree with minimum pricing, why should sensible drinkers have to pay more just because a minority
of binge drinkers are causing problems. Lock them up.

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Increase the age to drink to 21 year old, as they do in USA.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade



Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125mi
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0



Page Score
0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might



wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score



0
Page Score
0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know

Minimum unit pricing X

Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

Ancillary sales of alcohol X

Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment X
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences
Score



Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

Treat as confidential

Please provide your reasons in the box below:

prefer for my personal details to remain anonymous!!

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

No Response

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Female

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

35-54

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

The unit price of alcohol will have no effect on the negative behaviours associated with alcohol consumption
Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

those sensible drinkers in low to middle wage brackets will be hit hardest just like most of the austerity
proposals/cuts instigated by this government.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0



Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

The economic state of the average person in Britain-

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

your average hardworking person who are hit at every opportunity with this elitist government. the majority of
people are not idiots and are aware of consequences of excessive alcohol consumption/abuse a price hike
will not effect this!!

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125mi
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm

Irrespons_lble No No Yes No
promotions
Dispensing alcohol

directly into the mouth e hE N N

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
free tap water

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes

Mandatory provision of No No No No

small measures
Score



0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No

If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of
100 words):

pubs/clubs etc should take more responsibilty in not serving customers who obviously have had too much!
Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

more powers and responsibility by licensed premises to refuse service to individuals/rowdy groups etc.
Possible contribution from these establishments to policing costs!

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Proper monitoring of dual diagnosis - people with long term codition especially around Mental Health self
medicate with alcohol as there are really no support services available unless you in acute need and even
then are usually very poor esp with dual diagnosis labels - just another excuse to refuse a service to needy
individuals!!

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

Recognise the high incident of alcohol abuse/dependency within asian male community in Wolverhampton!!



Page Score
0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No Know

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business
and the kinds of sales they make

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, | X
that is both the above options

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as X
part of the contract

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing X
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion | X

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

care & residential homes where appropriate

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while



minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

Yes

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

Yes | No Ve
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence
L - . X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

Yes | No Don't
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden | X

Increase the burden X

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please



select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

18

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt | X

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area | X

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

Alcohol full stop should not be provided on motorway services unless in overnight accomodation where proof
of overnight stay must be given. Again if this the case individual providers should set limit on amount of
alcohol served to individual and be expected to enforce responsibly

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No 2l
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

Yes | No DT
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X

Act



Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No DA
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know

Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X

Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences | X

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary

Pages Total
1. About you 0
2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0



4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions
7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses
11. Freeing up responsible businesses
12. Freeing up responsible businesses
13. Freeing up responsible businesses
14. Freeing up responsible businesses
15. Freeing up responsible businesses
16. Impact assessments

Total Survey Score:
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User Details - 5184920

Date Started: 06/12/2012 14:51:20 Date Ended: 06/12/2012 15:17:03
Time taken: 25 mins, 43 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below:
Myself and my family.

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

65

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

I have been talking to them for several decades.

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

European Union

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Female

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

55-64

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

It would be preferable to ask people to refrain from drinking more than 2 or 3 drinks, or none when driving.
Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):
Seasonal use of alcohol; alcohol as a social lubricant and relaxant; alcohol use in winter weather.

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

People who can't afford extras, e.g. pensioners, young parents, mortgagees. These people are highly unlikely
to over-indulge in alcohol, but a weekend drink might keep them sane and healthy. It is also likely that the
anger level will rise in society if emotions cannot be eased by relaxation with alcohol.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.



Yes

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):
Supermarket items.

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irrespons_lble No No No No
promotions
Dispensing alcohol . Don't . :
directly into the mouth Don't know KNOW Don't know Don't know
Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
free tap water
Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes
Mandatory provision of No No No No

small measures

Score
0



Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No

If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views
to a maximum of 100 words):

Only free tap water and age verification are necessary.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

It would encourage people to hide alcohol consumption by home-based manufacture and imbibing.

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal



alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No eI
know
The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business
. X
and the kinds of sales they make
The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, | X
that is both the above options

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No L
know
Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as X
part of the contract
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers
Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing X

alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion | X

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

Yes



Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

Yes | No DG
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0
Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

Yes | No DO
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden

Increase the burden | X

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

18



Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area | X

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

All places with night-shift workers.

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade K
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.
Don't

Yes  No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X



Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade a
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know
Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions | X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices

X | X | X | X

Late night refreshment
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper | X
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
Pages Total

1. About you 0
. A minimum unit price for alcohol

. A minimum unit price for alcohol

. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

2
3
4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
5
6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions
7
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policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses
11. Freeing up responsible businesses
12. Freeing up responsible businesses
13. Freeing up responsible businesses
14. Freeing up responsible businesses
15. Freeing up responsible businesses
16. Impact assessments

Total Survey Score:
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User Details - 5185268

Date Started: 06/12/2012 15:31:39 Date Ended: 06/12/2012 16:02:30
Time taken: 30 mins, 51 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Voluntary and community organisation

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below:
SARG = Storer and Ashby Area Residents Group. We are a residents group with some 200 members
representing an area of Loughborough Leics which suffers from student ASB

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

200

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

Discussion and agreement at monthly meetings

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

East Midlands

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

65 and over

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score



0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

Yes

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

We strongly support the recommendation of 50p made by the BMA and NORA (National Organisation of
Residents Associations). We consider that the amount needs to be a bit higher to achieve the desired aims.
Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

We would also like to see an increase in the tax to pay for damage caused by excess drinking to
communities, i.e. extra funding for the police, NHS and council cleansing who have to deal with the results of
excess ASB caused by excessive drinking

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation each year

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):
Supermarkets and off-sales will make more money but it will also encourage more people to public houses
where the prices are already over the minimum.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Any sales promotions of any sort which encourage extra sales of alcoholic drinks

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

There should be no loopholes for retailers

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Responsible drinkers will tolerate the restriction because they don't buy so much. It will encourgae more
drinkers back to public houses who need the business

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irresponsible
promotions Yes Yes Yes Yes
Dispensing alcohol Yes Yes Yes Yes

directly into the mouth



Mandatory provision of
free tap water

Age verification policy No Er?c?vxt/ No No
Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes

small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No

If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of
100 words):

Present licensing is far too lax with councils allowing late night/early morning premises to remain open when
applications are opposed by the police and residents

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

All the items above should be involved in licensing

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No

If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views
to a maximum of 100 words):

They are far too lax and needs considerable further restrictions. If the police advise against a licence that
should be enough

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a

cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):



NHS records, medical literature and studies, police and council environmental departments

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

The studies by medial researchers and the NHS already show considerable harm to drinkers. There is also
increasing damage to the health of residents subjected to the results of excessive drinking with severe stress,
actual physical attack and lack of sleep.

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No o
know
The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business X
and the kinds of sales they make
The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, X
that is both the above options

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes | No
know

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as

part of the contract 2

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X



Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion | X

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

The sales of alcohol should be strictly limited.

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

Yes | No DO
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

Yes | No LI
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

The laws are lax enough already and no further al;owances should be made

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community



events? Please select one option in each row.
Yes | No | Don't know

Reduce the burden

Increase the burden | X

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Vi
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.
Don't

Yes  No
know



Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

Don't

Yes No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade 2
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

There should be no TEN for private residences and other should be strictly limited

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know

x

Minimum unit pricing

Multi-buy promotions

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

X | X | X | X | X | X X X

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Licensing authority officer

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below:
Southampton City Council, however have just retired from Hampshire police after 30 years service, the last 4
years working on licensing and part of the team awarded the Tilley Award in 2011

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

No Response

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score



0
Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

This will target strong lagers and beers. These are consumed generally by hardened drinkers who tend to be
benefit reliant. The reduction of consumtion will be minimal. It will not affect the binge drinker too much. It
needs to be at least 50p to do this.

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

To discourage producers to market high alcohol content drinks such as Crunkjuce. This is a 12% alc content
high energy drink sold in 500ml cans sold for £2 a can.

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.



Yes

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Stop discounts linked to alcohol, i.e. spend £20 in shop and get a crate for £5 or the other way around i.e.
spend £20 on drink and get a £5 worh of food fee or cheaper.

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

The big chain supermarkets that use their buying power to control the prices. Alcohol is often used by them to
attract customers.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irresponsible No No No No
promotions
Dispensing alcohol
directly into the mouth Ve Ve Vee N
Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes

free tap water

Age verification policy No No No No



Mandatory provision of

No Yes No No
small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No

If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of
100 words):

Legally difficult to prove. Needs to have a definition. No promotion will attract a lower price for buying larger
amounts of alcohol, i.e single vodka £1, double £1.50. The advertisment for any alcoholic drinks under £1 to
be limited to inside the premises only, phrase it so 10 vodkas for £9 will breach it.

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Challenge 25 imposed.

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No

If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views
to a maximum of 100 words):

There is control of consumtion at on licences and none for the off so feel this justfies further measures.
Challenge 25 necessary and restriction on amount they can sell to under 21.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Ambulance pick ups that are alcohol related. A&E data on High Dependancy admissions purely because of
alcohol consumption.

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Yes



If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200
words):

Consultation with the health authority who need to learn about licensing law and not just the effects of alcohol.
Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

Will impress on the committee the real harm they may cause in not upholding their own policy.

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No DI
know
The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business
. X
and the kinds of sales they make
The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, X
that is both the above options
Score
0
Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No LI
know
Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as X
part of the contract
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers
Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing X

alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket



Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

Don't know

Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200
words):

We already experience problems with petrol stations. The figures produced are not independant or verified
but need to be and then the compliance/enforcement is very difficult for the rogue traders that sadly will try
and take advantage.

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

Yes | No DoR
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

Yes | No D
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

Who will be held to account for breaches? What enforcement options are there for authorities and how
accessible is the evidence to prove breaches. (RIPA required for a lot of enforcement action but not allowed)
Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

Yes



Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden | X

Increase the burden X

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area | X

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes No 2l
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.



Don't

Yes  No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for
the on and off-trade

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003
Act

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

Yes No eI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

A National Database of PLs is needed so convicted PLs can be located and removed.

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know

Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices X
Late night refreshment
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).



Minimum pricing will not impact on binge drinking. TENs are abused now and need reforming. Motrways are
big areas that need effective controls. The powers to deal with PL holders are weak and not effective. A
National Database is the only way to allow any relaxation of their requirements.

Page Score

0
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

No Response

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Female

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

25-34

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

50p in line with Scotland and to maximise the gain in harm reduction from a minimum price per unit

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):
Evidence form other countries where alcohol pricing has been used to change drinking levels, e.g.
Scandinavia

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.



Don't know

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irrespons_lble Yes D Yes Don't know
promotions know
Dispensing alcohol . Don't . :
directly into the mouth Don't know KNow Don't know Don't know
Mandatory provision of Don't know Yes Yes No
free tap water
Age verification policy Yes DB Yes Yes
know
Mandatory provision of Don't
small measures e know VeE o
Score
0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory



licensing condition? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):
using plastic cups instead of glass to minimise alcohol related injuries

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

impact on A&E and ambulance service during friday/saturday nights for example

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

More compelling evidence for local authorities to use/have in their toolkit to make decisions around licensing
Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on



business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score



0
Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know

Minimum unit pricing | X

Multi-buy promotions | X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact | X
X

Ancillary sales of alcohol



Temporary event notices | X
Late night refreshment | X
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper | X
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations | X
Personal licences | X
Score
0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
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Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

No Response

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

55-64

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Pricing is unlikely to achieve the benefits claimed, just cost the responsible drinker more and in effect just be
another source of tax revenue.

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):
Irresponsible drinkers are unlikely to become responsible drinkers through increases in price. Indeed the
higher price could lead to more crime in order for irresponsible drinkers to obtain alcohol.

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Vulnerable people are more likely to be robbed so irresponsible drinkers can get hold of alcohol or cash to
buy alcohol.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No



Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irresponsible
promotions Yes Yes Yes Yes
Dispensing alcohol
directly into the mouth TS TS e ves
Mandatory provision of
free tap water Yes Yes Yes Yes
Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes
Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes

small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

Yes



Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary



event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0



Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know
Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions X

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X



Ancillary sales of alcohol
Temporary event notices
Late night refreshment X
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper | X
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

Treat as confidential

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Prefer not to say

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

South West England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

25-34

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation each year

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes



Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125mi
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to



introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the



box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score



0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know
Minimum unit pricing | X
Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact | X
Ancillary sales of alcohol X
Temporary event notices | X
Late night refreshment
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper | X
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X

Personal licences | X
Score
0
Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).
No Response

Page Score
0

Scoring Summary
Pages Total

1. About you 0

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

Treat as confidential

Please provide your reasons in the box below:

| am a judicial office holder

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Voluntary and community organisation

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below:
Employment Tribunals

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

South West England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

55-64

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score



0
Page Score
0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

A minimum price policy is entirely misdirected. The root cause of the social problems alluded to is not alcohol
itself but inadequate policing, social exclusion etc. This entirely misdirected approach penalises the poor
directly and is likely to increase deprivation and divert seekers after nemesis into other substance abuse .
This childish proposal speaks of a complete misunderstanding of the nature of alcohol: is it a de-inhibiter; the
binge drinker isn't going to say &quot;oh I've had as much as | can afford so I'll stop now&quot;

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

It will not minimise the impact on the poor, plainly it will hit them the hardest, and is designed to do so. Those
addicted to alcohol will spend more on it and have less to spend on anything else eg food for their children.
The whole of society will be negatively affected by those deprived of their few cheaper pleasures feeling even
more excluded and in fact positively targeted by this daft legislation. Pubs [particularly in rural areas] are
under siege. Prince Charles said the pub is the hub. Implement this and that wheel will fall off in even more
places.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score



0
Page Score
0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Again this is lazy legislation. The problem is bad behaviour not the price of alcohol. This is particularly
pernicious regressive taxation. These proposals will increase poverty and widen the poverty gap: drinkers will
pay more [they won't stop] and the supermarkets will make even greater profits.

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

The poor, who will pay more for the same quantity. The middle income groups for the same reason. The vast
majority of drinkers who will pay the price of government's refusal to address the real issues of
disengagement, income gaps, unemployment and poverty lying at the root of much excessive drinking.
Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125mi
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irresponsible Yes Don't Don't know Yes

promotions know



Dispensing alcohol Don't

directly into the mouth Don't know Know Don't know Don't know
Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
free tap water
g . . Don't . '
Age verification policy Don't know Know Don't know Don't know
Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes

small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

To create a sound case linking outlets or potential ones to harm [the plural of harm is harm, not harms] would
be extremely tricky and absorb a totally disproportionate amount of resources.

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200
words):



| would suggest the approach is abandoned as inconclusive.

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

There are few places in the country where epidemiological evidence such as this would be sufficiently reliable
to thwart or grant an application.

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Dl
know
The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business X
and the kinds of sales they make
The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, X
that is both the above options

Score
0
Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.
Don't

Yes | No
know

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as
part of the contract

X
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket



Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion | X

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

Any where alcohol turnover is less than 50% of the total.

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

Don't know

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

Yes | No D
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence
L - . X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

Yes | No DT
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making
. : : . X
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know



Reduce the burden

Increase the burden

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

18

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Ve
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.
Don't

Yes | No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X



Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Ve
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No  Don't know
Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X
Ancillary sales of alcohol
Temporary event notices
Late night refreshment
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

X | X | X | X | X | X

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0
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User Details - 5187969

Date Started: 07/12/2012 06:52:30 Date Ended: 07/12/2012 06:56:09
Time taken: 3 mins, 39 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

West Midlands

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

35-54

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Leave things as they are

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

People who drink reasonably

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No Response



Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into

consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that



all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.



No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score



0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

Ancillary sales of alcohol

X | X | X | X

Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary



Pages Total
1. About you 0
2. A minimum unit price for alcohol

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions
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7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses
11. Freeing up responsible businesses
12. Freeing up responsible businesses
13. Freeing up responsible businesses
14. Freeing up responsible businesses
15. Freeing up responsible businesses

16. Impact assessments

O o o o|lo o|o| o

Total Survey Score:
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Time taken: 5 mins, 7 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

South West England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

55-64

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response



Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125mi
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm

Irrespons_lble No No No No
promotions
Dispensing alcohol

directly into the mouth e hE N N

Mandatory provision of No No No No
free tap water

Age verification policy No No No No

Mandatory provision of No No No No

small measures

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

Yes



Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this



consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.



No Response
Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know
Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
Ancillary sales of alcohol
Temporary event notices
Late night refreshment
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

X | X | X | X | X | X|X|X

Personal licences



Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
Pages Total

1. About you 0
. A minimum unit price for alcohol
. A minimum unit price for alcohol
. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade
. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions
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. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions
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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses
11. Freeing up responsible businesses
12. Freeing up responsible businesses
13. Freeing up responsible businesses
14. Freeing up responsible businesses
15. Freeing up responsible businesses

16. Impact assessments

o o ol  o|lo|lo|o| o

Total Survey Score:
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

No Response

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

No Response

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response



Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125mi
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

No Response

Score

0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to



introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact
policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

No Response

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the



box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

No Response

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No Response

Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

No Response

Score



0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.

No Response

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.
No Response

Score

0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary

Pages Total
1. About you 0
2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0
5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0
6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0
7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0
8. Hgalth as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 0
policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 0

policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0



11. Freeing up responsible businesses
12. Freeing up responsible businesses
13. Freeing up responsible businesses
14. Freeing up responsible businesses
15. Freeing up responsible businesses
16. Impact assessments

Total Survey Score:
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

No Response

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Member of the public

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

No Response

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Female

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

55-64

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

Yes

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

A level higher than 45p would be preferable - say 50 or 55p

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation each year

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Young people, who are perhaps not yet drinking to a harmful level but might go on to.

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.

Don't know



Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):

Young people and people on low incomes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age,
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end. Do you want
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full
consultation document. Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu.

Prevention of crime | Public Prevention of Protection of
and disorder safety public nuisance | children from harm
Irrespons_lble Yes Yes Yes Yes
promotions
Dispensing alcohol
directly into the mouth Ve e VeE VeE
Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
free tap water
e o - . Don't .
Age verification policy Don't know Know Don't know Yes
Mandatory provision of No No No No
small measures
Score
0

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in
pubs and clubs? Please select one option.

No

If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of
100 words):



There should be clearer guidacne on what irresponsible means and on how to deal with offences

Score

0

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory
licensing condition? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Could look at insisting on use of polycarbinate drinking vessels as a licensing condition in certain premises, or
after a certain time eg midnight

Score

0

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and
impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative
impact policies? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact

policies

Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health? Please specify
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

Hospital admission data and A&E data

Ambulance data

Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200
words):

| think that evidence of increasing health-related harm to a population in a town/area should be enough to
support a CIP. At present, linking injuries and incidents to specific premises or small areas is difficult and can
easily be disputed by the licencees as the cause and their 'fault' can not be proven.

Score

0

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area? Please specify your
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of
200 words):

It would increase the area covered by the CIP, reducing alcohol-related harm in the short and longer terms,
and reduce associated costs to the NHS and other public services.

Page Score

0



Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No eI
know
The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business X
and the kinds of sales they make
The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, X
that is both the above options
Score
0
Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types
of business, do you think it should apply to the following? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No L
know
Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as X
part of the contract
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers
Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing X

alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion | X

Score

0

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives? Please write your suggestions in the
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words:

No Response

Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or



not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that:
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?

Don't know

Score

0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers? Please
select one option in each row.

Yes | No D
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder
Score
0

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?
Please select one option.

Yes | No Ve
know
Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed
Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making X
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder
Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X

ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder

Score

0

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a
lighter touch authorisation? Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200
words:

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process? Please select
one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden

Increase the burden

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased? Please
select one option.

No



Score

0

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer. Please select one
option.

No Response

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each
of the following ways? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No | Don't know
Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area

Score

0

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words).

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Ve
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business? Please select
one option in each row.

Yes  No DO
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing
objectives (see glossary)? Please select one option in each row.



Don't

Yes  No
know

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for

the on and off-trade X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the 2003 Act
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep
your views to a maximum of 200 words.)

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full
consultation document. Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals? Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No Don't know

Minimum unit pricing | X

Multi-buy promotions | X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact | X
X

Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices X
Late night refreshment X
Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X
Personal licences X
Score
0

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words).

No Response

Page Score

0
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Page 1: About you

Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential.

Treat as confidential

Please provide your reasons in the box below:

i am a healthcare provider

Score

0

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent? Please select one
option from the menu below.

Public health body (eg Primary Care Trust, Local Health Board, Director of Public Health)

Score

0

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the
number of members in your group or organisation.

No Response

Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members? Please explain in the box below keeping your response
to @ maximum of 100 words.

No Response

Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based. Please select one option from the
menu below.

North West England

Score

0

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender? Please select one option.
Male

Score

0

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age? Please select one option.

35-54

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing. The purpose of minimum unit pricing is
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related
deaths and alcohol-related crimes. Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or
heavily discounted prices. More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of
45p. The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer
deaths per year after ten years. Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?
Please select one option.

No

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words):

50 p Minimum unit price at 40p 1,380 lives saved 40,800 reduction 100,000 less 16,000 avoided Minimum
unit price at 50p 3,400 lives saved 98,000 reduction 300,000 less 46,000 avoided

Score

0

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please
select one option.

No

Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.

The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol? Please select one option.
No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs,
bars or restaurants. The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for
buying multiple items. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to
purchase a single item. As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have. The types of promotion it is proposed
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and
the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade?
Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade? Please
select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select
one option.



Don't know

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol
sales. Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy
promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditi