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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 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. 

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. 

18-24 

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 

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): 
I am unsure of the effects of this, Whistle i agree it may help i believe it is a lazy way of dealing with the 
problem whistle forcing people out of enjoy sensible use by costing them out of the equation. The problem 
should be dealt with by teaching kids safe and proper use, and emphasizing parents to control the situation. 

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): 
The possible increase in illegal drug use/illegal alcohol production to meet a new market of priced out 



customers. 

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. 

Yes 

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Possible increase in illegal market (Drugs and 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. 

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. 

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     X 

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 

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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 0 



policies 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 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 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. 
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. 
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. 
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 are less well off, as it is a flat tax disproportionately affecting drinks at the lower end of the 
market. 
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 
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     X 

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. 
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 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. 
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): 
Price doesn't matter to people who are addicted or determined to get drunk. It only affects people who are 
responsible drinkers. Hazardous drinking will occur no matter how high the price, overall nights out might be 
fewer but the ones people have will be worse not better. 
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): 
results of interfering in market forces. addiction. Consider education and changing public attitudes to drinking 
instead. Find out why people feel the need to binge drink and solve that problem. 
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): 
Practitioners of African traditional religions who use alcohol for religious purposes and do not drink it. 
Responsible drinkers on low incomes. 
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 
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. 
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. 
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. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know Yes Don't know Don't know 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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. 
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   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: 
Why should hard working Brits who like to drink socially be punished with this rise, we work hard enough to 
keep the economy going now your shafting US for something else. When will this stop. 
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 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. 
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): 
Keep it the way it is. 
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 tax payers want to drink it there choice how much not yours 
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): 
Small shops and pubs. We are loosing enough pubs at is it. 
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   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 



11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey 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. 
Police officer 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Lincolnshire 
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 Midlands 
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): 
A typical bottle of 330ml lager is 1.7units and therefore one bottle will cost approximately 77p (case of 24 
around £18) which wont put the idiot drinker off that much. I believe that the price for off sale alcohol should 
be around 20-40% lower than that sold in pubs whatever the unit costs which in turn will reduce the amount of 
pre-ploading that occurs 
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. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
A more stringent restriction will be required on the amount of alcohol purchased from overseas 
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): 
I feel that the offers should be restricted to how often an outlet can run them, everyone likes a deal but you 
cannot enter an off-licence without there being one on. If you banned offers completely you then restrict free 
trade and the option for a struggling business to aid its income on occasion 
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): 
As above, the struggling 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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know Yes Don't know No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know No 

Age verification policy No Yes 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. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
If it is to be kept this should be an 'absolute offence' and not one open to challenge at a review and needs to 
be more clearly worded and not linked to the disorder at the premises 
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. 
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): 
It punishes one part of the trade but not the other (3 cases of lager for £18 for example as this would never be 
allowed as 54 bottles for £18 in an on licensed venue). I am one of those regular purchasers of this type of 
deal when i see them as they are great value for me at home with my family but they can be bought by your 
youths as cheap preloading before hitting the town 
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 between 2100-0500hrs, A&E admissions during same time for alcohol related injuries 
and assaults  
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): 
Would provide a stronger argument for those that wish to have it in place  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

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 
  X   

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  
Don't 
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 

    X 

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: 
Unfortunately I think this is opening up a whole can of worms that is unnecessary and will not reduce 
bureaucracy as much as it is thought  
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  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

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

    X 

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

X     

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: 
that it is a stupid idea!!!  
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 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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

  X   

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  
Don't 
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 
Act 

  X   

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

X     

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   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. 
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 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. 
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 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Students - reduction in binge drinking can only be a good thing 
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 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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

- - - - 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't 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): 
Checking (and enforcement) by Licensing and Police teams when pubs/bars are open. Even where bars are 
known by the authorities to be irresponsible, little or no checking ever takes place, so residents have to fight 
constant campaigns to rein in poor management. 
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): 
Getting rid of the need for licensed premises to apply for TENs means that residents find it much harder to 
find out if premises are acting within the law - 2.00am is no time to try to find out if the noise you are being 
disturbed by is sanctioned by a TEN which no one can object to. 
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): 
Frankly, they're a joke, and every licensing application responds to them in glib meaningless terms. 
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): 
All alcohol-related admissions to A&E must be logged as such, as must all alcohol-related violence and 
criminal damage. Note should be made of which premises drinkers have been at.  
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): 
No amendment needed as such - but Licensing Committees need TRAINING in what a CIP actually means. I 
live in a CIP and its impact was minimal until we hired a barrister to instruct the Licensing Committee on the 
law... 
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 make it harder for new premises to open up or extend their hours - which would be entirely beneficial 
to those living in the town centre, as well as enabling other businesses (restaurants, theatres) to thrive. At 
present, restaurants and theatres struggle because the town centre is so unpleasant - nobody wants to 
witness fights, lewd behaviour and men peeing in the street when they come out of a restaurant.  



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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

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 
  X   

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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): 
Why on earth would florists or hairdressers want/need to sell alcohol alongside their services??? 
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  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

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

X     

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

X     

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: 
Please stop considering application for licences and/or personal licence holders as red tape - it isn't, it's a 
safety-net that enables authorities and residents to prevent a free-for-all by irresponsible traders.  
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       

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

  X   

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 



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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

X     

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.) 
Having to name a personal licence-holder doesn't seem to me to be a great burden, and means that person 
can (sometimes!) be held accountable for behaviour at their premises. Unfortunately no system exists to 
check where the personal licence holder is ineligible (through e.g. bankruptcy) and therefore selling alcohol 
illegally - as happened at the bar opposite our house...  
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     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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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): 
There should be a common strategy throughout the UK to avoid cross border shopping such as Scotland to 
England. 
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): 
Minimum unit pricing is the wrong strategy. Duty should be increased and harmonised as this creates 
additional treasury revenue and uses existing laws. 
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. 
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): 
Keep things simple ! No new laws are needed. Duty should be increased, harmonised and used with existing 
anti-dumping laws. This will significantly benefit the treasury. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

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): 
Who is checking every establishment regular enough to ensure they comply ? 
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): 
Too many vendors are supplying alcohol to under-age drinkers. The current regulatory approach fails to tackle 
the vendors and adults who supply or buy alcohol for under-age drinkers. Fake identities are too readily 
available to circumvent under-age checks. There needs to be a card that can be swiped at a checkout to 
verify validity. eg. a Debit card or Credit Card that reveals the age and image of the owner. 
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): 
Alcohol related admissions to the local Hospital. 
Incidents of alcohol dependency within the local community. 
Alcohol related crimes as reported by the local Police.  
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): 
Reduce concentration of alcohol dispensing establishments.  
Concentration encourages a mob mentality and an irresponsible approach to alcohol consumption because 
people are not at their "local" where their behaviour would be noted by their family and neighbors.  



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   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). 
Introducing yet another layer of complexity on alcohol pricing creates yet more burden on retailers, producers 
and the tax authorities. All of this will cost more. 
The existing laws of alcohol duty and anti-dumping can be used. 
Duty should be harmonised according to alcohol content. 
This has the added benefit of raising more money for the treasury.  
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. 
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 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 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. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Children and dependents of all types of drinkers as well as drinkers themselves will have less resources as a 
result of maintained drinking habits at higher prices. This will effect their health and wellbeing. 
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): 
Children and dependents of all types of drinkers as well as drinkers themselves will have less resources as a 
result of maintained drinking habits at higher prices. This will effect their health and wellbeing. 
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): 
Children and dependents of all types of drinkers as well as drinkers themselves will have less resources as a 
result of maintained drinking habits at higher prices. This will effect their health and wellbeing. 
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): 
Children and dependents of all types of drinkers as well as drinkers themselves will have less resources as a 
result of maintained drinking habits at higher prices. This will effect their health and wellbeing. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No Yes 

Age verification policy No No No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No Yes 

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. 
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     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 

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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey 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 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. 
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. 
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 
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): 
How many of the alcohol related hospital admissions where the result of drinking away from home? IE the 
drink was purchased in Pub or Club. This would seperate to bought in supermarket type cases from just going 
out to get drunk. 
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): 
Responsible drinkers on low income will suffer. Families of irresponsible people will suffer as more of their 
income will be diverted to cover the increased costs of drink away from their dependants. 
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): 
Low income people use multi buys to save money. Just because you bought 6 bottles of wine during your 
Thursday shop doesn't mean you will consume them at the weekend, they can last a couple of weeks. it's just 
like buying 6 tins of baked beans, you don't eat all 6 tins the next day! 
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 X     

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 
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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey 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: 
personal reasons 
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 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. 
South East England 
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. 
Don't know 
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): 
For young people, without much disposable income it may be of some help, but to be of real help I think the 
minimum price needs to be much higher. I know for a fact pricing makes a lot of difference, if someone tends 
to drink too much. Since cheap offers on relatively good bottles of wine have appeared in the supermarkets 
my husband has steadily drank more and more. Now adays he drinks a bottle a night and it is having an effect 
on his liver function. He is in the medical profession and knows all the risks, but this doesn't make any 
difference. We as a family have begged him to try and cut down, but with no luck. There are however times 
when he cuts his alcohol by 50-75% and that is brought about by price. The only times, he doesn't drink very 
much, is when we are staying in a 4 or 5 star hotel and the price of alcohol is very expensive. He says he 
worries about running up a large drinks bill. You could argue on holiday, he is more relaxed and doesn't need 
the drink, but if we go to more modest accommodation, where drinks are cheaper then he drinks at the same 
level. For a long time now, I have thought to save health and what remains of our nations pubs, we should go 
back to more expensive alcohol. Supermarket prices should only be a little under the prices of alcohols sold in 
public houses and publician should once more be made responsible for not serving people who already 
drunk. To stop young people's anti social behaviour, we need landlords of days gone by.Landlords, who 
turned someone away if they felt they had drunk too much, knowing they had the police to back them up. If 
prices in retail outlets are almost the same as standard pub prices, then young people will drink in the pub or 
clubs and it will not be worth drinking before they go out.Pubs and clubs should not be allowed to sell alcohol 
on special offers. The minimum price should not only be higher, but must apply to all vendors of alcohol. 
When we went with our daughter, while she was choosing an university, I was shocked to see how they 
wished to push their student union bar, as a place to have many cheap drinks before going out for the 
eveining. Walking around any supermarket on the lead up to Christmas and you see how alcohol is advertised 
on almost every counter.Drama on television shows everyone with a glass in their hand whatever time of 
year.In soaps such as Eastenders, the characters use every excuse to 'open a bottle'. It is all this daily 
reinforcing, which is adding to the problem. Young people feel drinking is the thing to do to be an adult. 
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): 
As I said above, it is not only young people or those with limited means who drink more than is healthy, Many 
fairly comfortably well off do as well. I have often heard people say if you can get half decent wine, as cheap 
as plonk you may as well drink it as plonk. Meaning, you may as well drink more.Spirits are far too cheap as 
well. I looked at the proposed price for a bottle of 75ml spirit and the proposed price of the litre and I think for 
the pricing to be really effective then the 75 bottle needs to be the price of the litre.There is only one caution to 
that I would give. I do not know anything much about the prices of recreational drugs other than they are 
inexpensive. It would be extremely bad if by placing the price too high for alcohol, more young people turned 
to drugs instead. I do still believe the price of alcohol does need to be higher than the 45p proposed. I would 
prefer 60p as a minimum, but failing that I do not think we should go below the 50p used in Scotland. The 
results seem to be good. Perhaps you should look to see if any adverse drug results have appeared since 
introducing 50p. If there are none, then 55p or 50p sholuld be used.. 
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): 
Any which encourages more drinking. 
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): 
More available, more on offer, more drinking. Tax revenue from alcohol is small compared to the cost of 
alcohol to the country. Medical resouces, policing will cost more than the revenue obtained from alcohol. The 
only thing all these offers help is the retail concern who is aiming to get customers through their door. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Age verification policy No No No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't 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 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
landlord must be liable for having license taken away if serving to people who are already intoxicated. 
Landords must be able to call on immediate police backup if necessary and in clubs etc., where the title of 
landlord does not apply there should be someone responsible for making sure staff do not serve people who 
have clearly had too much. 
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): 
It should be the same for both 
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     



The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
The strongest guide lines need apply, because businesses always try to find loop holes 
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  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

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

X     

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: 
someone should always be responsible, no light touches and all premises should come under the 
authorisation.  
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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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     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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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 
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): 
The increase in price for those who &quot;enjoy a drink or two&quot; but are not alcoholics would be 
significant and unjustified. I estimate that my wife and I will have to spend £400 per year more due to this rule, 
and we only drink around 24 units per week. 
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 minimum price will have a large impact on all people who buy alcohol from supermarkets as they are not 
rich and so cannot afford to drink in wine bars. Large numbers of hard working people will be badly 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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Banning multi-buy promotions will massively dampen competition and lead to higher prices for all people, not 
just the small number of alcoholics. 
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): 
All people would be badly affected by the ban, as it would crush price competition. 
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       

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). 
The impact on normal people has been badly under-estimated by assuming that people currently buy 
expensive products. Most of us buy cheap supermarket products that will be banned by these rules.  
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: 
Because I do!!! 
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 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. 
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. 
Prefer not to say 
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 
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): 
I think alcohol should be treated like any other drug. It is too readily available. It should either be banned 
altogether, or revert back to it being only sold at certain times in pubs and off licences. The extension of pub 
hours and the availability 24 hrs a day in supermarkets has gone a long way to causing this problem. Alco 
pops etc have also been a factor. 
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. 
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): 
I don't think supermarkets and corner shops should be able to sell alcohol at all. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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): 
All I see where I live are adverts for 'happy hours' 3 for 2 offers etc. These should be stopped. 
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. 
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     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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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): 
40p/unit will achieve the desired aim without penalising those on lower incomes. The proposed level of 
45p/unit is too high - this will mean that 1 litre bottles of 40% blended whisky wil be £18 or more - this 
penalises moderate drinkers who buy ordinary blends of whisky - particularly penalising pensioners already 
coping with a freeze in tax allowance giving a real increase in taxation.  
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): 
The effect of minimum pricing on moderate drinkers facing a significant increase 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Moderate drinkers on lower incomes face an increase. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
it's simply ridiculous to ban &quot;volume discount&quot; - every business needs pricing differentials between 
those who buy different amounts. 
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): 
Everyone ! 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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     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. 
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: 
Three Rivers District Council 
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. 
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. 
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 
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): 
What should be considered is the NHS statistics showing that there has been a reduction in alcohol abuse by 
the young and also a reduction of consumption all round by men and women in general. This is just another 
TAX 
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 silent majority of people who are sensible and responsible drinkers 
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 the effect this has on the majority of drinkers who act responsibly 
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): 
see above 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No Don't know No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Don't know No No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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. 
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): 
Number of A&E attendancies from at or near licensed premises in the Authority's area that are alcohol/drink 
related.  
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): 
We don't have a CIP at present so wouldn't know really, but it may help in the decision making process.  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

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     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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

  X   

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. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
This is not a policy that I voted for, nor was it in any election documentation 
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 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. 
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. 
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 
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): 
demographics, social depravation, illegal imports, home brew 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Me 
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 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Why not have a go at reducing road deaths, first 
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): 
Control freaks in westminster looking for work 
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): 
Do your own research. Lazy  
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): 
Don't know what data you are looking at , published by, when or the relevance. This is a poor question not 
worth a GCSE paper  
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   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). 
Poor policy not developed during the election, A policy That I was given no option to vote on, hence 
undemocratic. Rigth up there with Mr T B Liar do as I say not do as I do.  
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. 
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 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. 
London 
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. 
Don't know 
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 is unreasonable to increase alcohol prices for everyone in order to reduce the problem drinking of the few. 
Minimum unit prices for wine would mean the price of the cheapest wine would have to increase a little. 
However, retailers would then increase the price of more expensive wine in line with this. As restaurants 
charge customers 3 or 4 times what they pay for wine, this would make eating out in a restaurant far more 
expensive. If you believe that minimum alcohol pricing should be increased, it should certainly be below 45p. 
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): 
The hospitality industry is facing hard times in the current economic climate. This policy will discourage more 
people from eating out. 
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): 
Restaurants, pubs, bars. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
This again will lead to price increases at a time when many people in this country are already struggling. 
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): 
Retailers. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes 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): 
Some pubs, bars and clubs still serve individuals/groups when they are already drunk. This is where efforts 
should be concentrated. 
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. 
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): 
Local authorities would use it to stop new businesses starting up. This is unfair, particularly for restaurants, 
which are not normally the cause of the problem.  
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  
Don't 
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, 

that is both the above options 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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?  
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. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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. 
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). 
Restaurants (not take aways)  
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

  X   

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. 
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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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 
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): 
Responsible drinkers. 
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 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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. 
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): 
The off trade is main issue 
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   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 

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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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): 
50p would be better, in line with Scotland. This has been shown to provide even greater benefits for public 
health, less crime and less stress on the NHS. Please set it as 50p as recommended by the medical 
profession. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Of course. trouble drinkers. It is these persons who will not be able to drink so much. It will also discourage 
moderate drinkers such as myself from drinking so much with net health benefits. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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 

 

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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 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 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. 
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. 
18-24 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
If you want to reduce alcohol consumption, do so through propaganda campaigns. Don't do it by interfering 
with the free market. 
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 want to buy alcohol at the cheap price shops are willing to sell it at. Just because you buy 4 litres 
of cider for a fiver, it doesn't mean you're going to down them both on the spot and turn into a public menace. 
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 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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
No one wants to spend more than they have to. If shops are willing to sell three bottles of wine for the price of 
two, why on earth is it a problem for someone planning a dinner party to take them up on that offer? If idiots 
buy huge amounts and cause themselves harm, fine, that's their problem. If they're causing problems in 
public, arrest them. But don't achieve your goals by forcing sensible people to pay more for no good reason. 
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. 
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 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. 
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 
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): 
Not applicable - do not agree with minimum pricing 
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): 
As a tax on spending it will obviously have a disproportionate effect on lower earners. 
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): 
Lower earners will be disproportionately affected 
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     X 

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. 
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 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. 
London 
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 
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): 
The majority or the responsible drinking public. This is anotehr tax at a time when most people can ill-afford to 
spend more money. 
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 disproportionate effect on law abiding responsible drinkers 
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 disproportionate effect on law abiding 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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

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. 
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): 
Increase in crime and antisocial behaviour 
increase in alcohol related offences 
inrease in Road traffic accidents and drink driving offences  
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): 
It would limit the number of premisis licensed to sell alcohol  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
How could this measure possibly be policed? 
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  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
Act 

  X   

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     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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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 
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): 
What is this going to achieve and are your statistics at all based in any kind of fact. There are probably 
statistics that will demonstrate crime will rise as people can no longer afford alcohol. Alcohol price rises does 
nothing to stop those that have an addiction or an unhealthy relationship with alcohol. All this will do is raise 
more revenue and punish the majority of the population. Your next question assumes that we all accept the 
minimum price, done deal! 
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): 
everyone, this is a tax that will achieve nothing! 
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): 
what would this achieve - really. Have you consulted many people with an alcohol dependency? or infact 
anyone who enjoys a drink? 
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): 
yes everyone 
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     X 

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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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. 
Don't know 
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): 
I haven't seen the evidence that it would. The documentation is too detailed to be easily understood. 
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. 
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): 
Organisations that seek to make profits from selling it. 
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. 
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): 
Organisations that make a profit from selling alcohol. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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 and clubs offer ridiculous promotions designed to attract young people whose intention it is to find an 



easy and cheap way to get drunk - free or discounted multiple shots etc. 
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): 
Maximum pricing for non-alcoholic drinks. Even if people would prefer to add mixers to drinks or drink 
exclusively non-alcoholic drinks they are discouraged by overpriced cordials, sodas etc. THIS IS A VERY 
IMPORTANT POINT THAT SEEMS TO BE LARGELY OVERLOOKED. 
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): 
See the above 
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): 
Independent academic research 
personal testimony of alcohol abusers 
NOT studies sponsored by commercial interests  
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): 
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  
Don't 
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, 

that is both the above options 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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: 
Non-profit making organisations, charities.  
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): 
It's hard to make specific criteria that do not also create loopholes. There should be discretionary criteria 
available to local police forces and licensing authorities. 
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  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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. 
Don't know 
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). 
I don't think unconditional exemptions are the right way to manage this problem. There should be fewer 
restrictions on responsible sales and more on irresponsible. This cannot be beyond the scope of policymakers 
to design.  
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 



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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 

  X   

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

    X 

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     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). 
I haven't read them because they are too lengthy and detailed, More effort should have gone into making 
these documents accessible to main business is not this. 
 
GENERAL COMMENTS: 
Once again, policy-makers obsession with regulation, legislation etc have obscured the point. There needs to 
be a mechanism for the views of communities to be taken into account in licensing and monitoring the activity 
of those who make profits from encouraging our children to excess. This bureaucratic framework will not do it.  
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. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Not applicable 
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. 
South East England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Prefer not to say 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
Prefer not to say 
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): 
Wrong in principle 
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): 
Wrong in principle 
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): 
Poor 
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): 
Poor 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes No 

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. 
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. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
  X   

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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?  
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  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
Act 

    X 

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 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 

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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 



10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 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: 
Because i want my details to be 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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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): 
I do not think another level would be appropriate. I think it is a waist of time, money and resources. The 
companies and retailers that make/sell cheap alcohol are the ones that should be targeted not the consumer. 
Having a minimum unit price will not make any difference to people who are alcohol dependent and are intent 
on binge drinking. The only effect is an adverse and unfair one on sensible drinkers. 
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): 
As above. 
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. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Multi-buy offers are not the problem. The 3litre bottles of cheap cider for £1.99 are the problem. 
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): 
Retail alcohol as stated is mostly consumed at home. Not in town/city centres. 
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. 
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 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). 
As usual ministers who know nothing about anything get to decide what is best for us all.  
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 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. 
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): 
I don't even think it'll work. It may alter the dynamics slightly, but the underlying problem is a cultural one, 
which is not to do with us here in my village! We don't have high street chaos here, so why should I pay the 
price for it?  
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): 
There should no no price increase/minimum price. It's OK if you live in the south, where you can jump on a 
cruise to France. It's not good in Wales, with the price of petrol. It will hit northerners , while well off people in 
the south aren't affected. It is a bad time to force price increases . Inflation is high, thanks to quantitative 
easing. We've had pay freezes, cuts and unemployment. This is the worst time to artificially hoist prices up. 
The money would go to supermarkets – it isn't a tax, which would have helped taxpayers. A few shareholders 
benefit, while consumers loose. Why should moderate drinkers pay for the stupidity of wastrels? It isn't out 
fault that these people cause trouble, so why should we pay? This is the thin end of the wedge. Each 
government will add five pence , controlling us with red-tape (“creeping nanny state-ism”).  
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 measures hit poorer people disproportionately. People on moderate means will pay much more (from 
£3.00 to £4.50, a 50% hike!) for the a bottle of wine. I like the bulk “3 bottles for 10 pounds” deal, which will be 
banned. Pensioners will be hit hard too.  
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 measures hit poorer people disproportionately. People on moderate means will pay much more (from 
£3.00 to £4.50, a 50% hike!) for the a bottle of wine. I like the bulk “3 bottles for 10 pounds” deal, which will be 
banned. 
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): 
Pensioners will be hit hard too.  
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 



Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

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 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
If there is trouble, shut the clubs earlier. Keep shutting them earlier until the trouble ceases. Then gradually 
open them later and later. Do this round and round. Control the problem. 
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. 
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 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). 
Please put the most weight on the views of general taxpayers and consumers, for they are the ones who this 
law would effect. 
 
Do not promote the "Nanny State"; people should decide themselves what is good for them. 

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. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
I represent myself as a british citizen 
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. 
my own experience of living  
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. 
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): 
This is a pointless and unfair excercise and will punish th poor 
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): 
The peoples views 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
People buying drink. This is an unfair tax, anti social behaviour should be tackled by the police, this will have 
no inpact what so ever and you know this. Wil this have an impact on the cost of drink in the bar in the house 
of commons? 
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 general publics point of view. A 6 figure salary medical expert who does nothing other than read reports 
and view an opinion on those they have never met in a class of society they have never experienced has no 
respect. This is no more than a lobby group push to get more funding for the future and she be stopped now 
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 cannot afford to drink in a pub, nor can the average person. So what if i get a good deal on beer, if i buy 2 
cases of beer and make it last the same amount of time as buy two over the course of 2 shopping trips, why 
should this be stopped for me. What about the rich people, do you mean they have never got drunk? I vote 
my MP in to work for me, not tell me how to live 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes 



free tap water 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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. 
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): 
There is no evidence, the figures are all make up  
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): 
the figures are not correct or true. The NHS figures on drink related a&e is make up. This is all untrue  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

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 
  X   

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  
Don't 
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 

  X   

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 house of commons should not have a Bar AT ALL  
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  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

      

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

  X   

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   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 

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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey 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 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. 
London 
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 
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): 
Minimum pricing would not impact on the binge drinkers as the majority who pre-load on drink pay such a 
huge price for drink in clubs etc it will still be cheaper for them to pre-load at home. It would also impact on the 
sale of cheap fake wine and spirit which would carry an even greater health risk. 
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): 
As above the really problem drinkers will move to the illegal drinks market 
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): 
Most multi-buy offers are directed at seasonal occasions where customers, in the main, are buying to offer 
friends, neighbours and visitors. So perhaps a ban except on celebratory occasions may be acceptable. 
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): 
People buying for weddings, birthdays and other celebrations 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No Yes Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes 
Don't 
know 

No Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes 
Don't 
know 

Yes Don't 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. 



Yes 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Reduce the age it is legal to buy and drink alcohol 
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): 
As above by reducing legal age for drinking 
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): 
A greater and long term study taking into account the probability of whether price would actually impact on the 
young and would those who could be cosidered problem drinkers would change to the illegal alcohol which is 
widely available and the health effec this would have  
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): 
Not enough research into effects as above. Problem is a knee jerk type of legislation such as 24hour drinking 
which has had the opposite effect to that envisaged 
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     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 

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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 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. 
Individual involved in licensed trade/club premises 
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. 
North West 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. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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): 
Mandatory conditions are ineffective without adequate monitoring and enforcement. Independent regional 
alcohol authorities would be more effective. 
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): 



Annual corporate disclosure of alcohol management similar to a tax return with indepenedent scrutiny by a 
regional alcohol authority. 
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. 
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
  X   

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?  
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. 
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 
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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

  X   

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 
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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 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. 
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): 
Pricing level is not the issue or solution. problem drinkers will continue to obtain alcohol through what ever 
means they can. Minimal pricing willonly go to harm the working and middle clases that are currently 
struggling with the cost of living including taxation. This is class manipluation as it will not affect thos on higher 
incomes. Solution lays with an idle police ofrce that will not strictly enforce innappropiate public behaviour, not 
all thier fault as this is down to numbers and the support of the courts. 
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): 
Badly worded question as this implies that a minimum procing is the only solution. What needs to occur is 
personal and corporate responsibility. This will not be instill or achieved through minimal pricing. Ther are 
other solutions, hold people to account for their actions and how they impact on others, the community and 
public services. 
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 general majority of law abiding citizens who are struggling to make ends meet now, this will be the only 
group affected by the cahnge. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Please stop the nanny state, if someone is old enough to drink they are old enough to be held accountable for 
their actions. Enforce the laws in place, we don't need more! 
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): 
Yes who is actually buying them. As a law biding member of my community, I work in the community safety 
sector and have been a police officer, and work in the national areana around crime reduction and community 
safety, I am not rich and my income pays my bills. I purchase multi buy items as I can no longer go afford to 
go to pubs and am too old to go clubbing. You will be punishing me and people like me by the introduction of 
this nonsense. 
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): 
Yes as stated above. The statement at the begining of this question is nonsense. You have used phrase like 
irresponsible alcohol sales, it is the individual who irresponsibly consume the alcohol who need to be held to 
account. If you follow your logic , you will be abnning any vehicle the goes over 7oMPH or sending a speeding 
tickit to the car manufacturing because they irresponsibly produce a prodfuct design to break the law. And 
there are many more examples of 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 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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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): 
Heavier fines and closer orders used more readily. Club capacity and locations, 
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): 
Hold venues responsibily not sole DPS as they can be changed and the whole process strats again. Stricter 
contorl of underage sales! 
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): 
Reduce number of places able to sell 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): 
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. 
Yes 
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): 
Policy development, licemsing control and commisioning group allocation of funds.  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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 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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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 
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): 
When the price of hard drugs rise, drug dependant people do not suddenly &quot;clean up&quot; their act. 
They just have to steal more to pay. This is what will happen here. 
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): 
Producers, moderate drinkers, occasional drinkers, but I would imagine the subsidies at the house of 
commons bar would continue. 
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): 
Only that products should be sold at a minimum of cost price, no loos leaders 
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): 
Everybody except subsidised drinkers (MP's) , who are 4 times more likely to commit a crime than the public 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Age verification policy No 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't 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. 



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. 
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): 
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
Act 

  X   

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   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 

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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 



10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey 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 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. 
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. 
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): 
Minimum pricing should not be introduced 
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): 
Impact on black-market supply 
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): 
Licensed premises and off-licenses 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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The legality under European Law, and principles of free trade 
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): 
Any retailer that offers set-price packages (e.g. Travel Agents and &quot;all-inclusive holidays&quot;; 
Restaurants dinner & drinks set menus) 
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. 
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. 
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
    X 

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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?  
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  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

X     

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

    X 

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

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

  X   

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

    X 

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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

  X   

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       

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 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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
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0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 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: 
Only that I would not like my emotional and other involvement to be a subject of concern for others 
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. 
50000000  
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. 
I don't need to, public opinion will.  
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): 
Those who are committed 'binge' or other problem drinkers will find the money - steal or mug for it if 
necessary. You will only hurt the poor and elderly who need a bit of comfort in their lives which are constantly 
threatened by government. This will make no difference. 
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): 
What is worse, a few irresponsible idiots who will never be deterred no matter what you do, or the well-being 
and pleasure of many more who can actually benefit from something comforting in moderation? 
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): 
As I have already described. 
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): 
Education and better monitoring of the point of sale 
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): 
Anyone having a party or celebration, or family gathering - as far as I know they are still legal, until the 
insanity takes over! 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 



Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Yes 

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): 
Better monitoring and care - and behavioural education 
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): 
Industrial greed and irresponsibility fir its own sake. 
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): 
Reasons why people resort to irresponsible behavior in the first place  
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): 
Probably little in effect  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

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 
    X 

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

    X 



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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

    X 

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     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. 
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: 
N/A 
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. 
0  
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. 
N/A  
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. 
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 preferable minimum price would be zero, and not dictated by government. 
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): 
There is no evidence to support ANY kind of minimum unit price, other than that promulgated by a faulty, 
made up computer model. 
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): 
Yes. As per usual, the poor will be affected the most, whilst the &quot;health professionals&quot; who are 
driving this ridiculous policy will be unaffected on their 6 figure salaries. 
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): 
Again, the poor will be the most affected from gaining value for money, whilst the ivory towered members of 
the doctors union (BMA), will again be unaffected whilst sipping their Bollinger. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
A disingenous questoin that cannot be answered without agreeing with your idea of licensing conditions in 
some form. 
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. 
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 have no sources of evidence, a bit like the idiots sat in universities creating faulty computer models, and the 
other clowns in the doctors union (BMA). You may understand that I feel the majority of doctors to be a bunch 
of chancers with a god complex.  
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): 
I would rather that you don't consider it at all, as the ONS data shows that drinking prevalence is falling 
considerably, and you are operating under the premise of a fake, invented scare, based on made up "daily 
allowances" of alcohol.  
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   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). 
Frankly, similar to the comments raised by the chairman of Wetherspoons, this whole exercise is a load of 
testicles. Please stop nannying and prodnosing adults, and wasting time, effort and money on this cretinous 
pissing away of taxpayers money.  
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 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
Response would be good. 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Individual involved in licensed trade/club premises 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
The Dog Daisy public house Meborough Doncaster district 
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. 
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. 
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): 
I think a set minimum price for all reatilers should apply. 
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): 
Set minimum price for all reatilers not necc a unit price. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
public houses should also ban multi buys as it encourages you to drink more. 
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. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

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): 
I dont think that underage sales are policed enough, if informed of underage sales it is sometimes ignored due 
to lack of staff/funds.  
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): 
people who go into pubs with children then stay and drink all afternoon should be monitored. This is putting 
children at harm if the parents are happy to stay drinking alcohol all day. 
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): 
should apply to both off and on same conditions 
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. 
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): 
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

    X 

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 
  X   

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  
Don't 
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 

  X   

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  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

    X 

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

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

X     

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

X     

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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

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

    X 

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     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 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 
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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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 
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16. Impact assessments 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. 
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 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. 
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 
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): 
The incidence of those effects above which is the result of alcohol addication rather than general uasage 
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): 
Me. I enjoy drinking wine but the level of duty and VAT is making the cost of a reasonable bottle of wine 
prohibitive. why should I suffer for the inability of others to manage their consumption. 
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): 
Who actually buys this alcohol? There is no evidence that the minority of userts who abuse alcohol are doing 
so because of multi-but promotions. These promotions are however of value in reducing the cost of alcohol if 
you want to hold a party to celebrate an important familt event. 
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): 
Normal reasonable consumers of alcohol who do not misuse it. The majority of the population 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No Don't know No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No 
Don't 
know 

Don't know No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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): 
Re-introduction of licensing hours and a limit on the number of city centre clubs and pubs. 
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. 
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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 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 see no reason at all why the information I give shouldn't be treated as confidential. I'm not particularly 
bothered if the information I give is published, but I have a firm belief that data should be protected and would 
politely ask that my response to this consultation be subject to the appropriate amount of protection. 
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: 
N/A 
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. 
Scotland 
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. 
18-24 
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): 
I believe that minimum pricing will have no effect on consumption. The government has stated its aim is to 
target 'problem drinkers'; however, I feel that price will not deter these so-called problem drinkers from 
obtaining alcohol. Indeed, my own viewing is that this is nothing but a cynical, punitive attempt to extort more 
revenue from drinkers. I have no doubt that the minimum price will, in time, rise through successive 
government budgets, therefore being used as a tool to beat the masses with in order to gain additional 
revenue. 
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): 
Everyone who consumes alcohol, problem drinkers or otherwise. It is simply not just that ordinary members of 
the public should be left worse off because of the problems of a minority. Make no mistake: responsible 
drinkers are being made to pay here too. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
I live in Scotland where these promotional offers are already banned. I don't believe that two-for-one 
promotions encourage more drinking. Whilst more alcohol will be purchased, it doesn't then follow that it will 
be consumed all at once. Indeed, many simply use this as a way to save money, as they won't have to go and 
buy more alcohol so soon. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I don't feel there is any legitimate reason to pan these 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. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 



Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes No No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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. 
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): 
Crime statistics.  
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 council would more than likely enforce restrictive, over the top conditions upon local nightclubs and pubs.  
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   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. 
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 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. 
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. 
18-24 
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 well alone. 
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): 
Minimum price punishes not only retailers but responsible consumers. 
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 proposals punish responsible drinkers, and will impact significantly upon local trade. 
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 punishment of responsible drinkers and 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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
As above. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

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. 
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 do not see how health can be considered a relevant factor in Cumulative Impact. Cumulative Impact in the 
Licensing Act requires a rebutable presumption of refusal for applicants. This works as it is. Do not throw 
anymore factors in for confusion. Leave health seperate.  
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): 
I have explained above why health should NOT be a consideration. 
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     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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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): 
No level should be condoned or adopted, we live in a free society with a free market, it is the responsibilty of 
the individual to make a personal choice. Not for a government to dictate with poorly considered policies that 
negatively impact the majority of the population. 
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): 
The fact you are punishing the majority in order to target a very small minority. The overwhelming public 
feeling is that this is a disgrace. It is an appalling policy. 
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): 
Everyone who is persecuted by this policy, effectively you are attacking the majority of the population. Its 
appalling and the figures you state in terms of reduction look pointlessly low, why subject millions to this to 
save 714 lives? Makes absolutely no sense. 
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 average consumer will be unfairly impacted by these price increases. Its a disgrace to punish the 
population as a whole to solve a minority problem. Also we live in a free market, why should you have the 
right to interfere with that? 
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): 
People who are simply looking or a good deal and enjoy their bulp bought alcohol in a responsible manner. 
This is a ridiculous attack on personal freedoms in many ways. 
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     X 

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. 
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 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. 
West Midlands 
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. 
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): 
Responsible drinkers will be adversely affected by this measure as it will increase the cost of alcohol at a time 
when food and drink prices are already increasing rapidly. 
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): 
Again, responsible drinkers and poorer people will be adversely affected. Multi-buy promotions are not simply 
used to by people to pre-load before a night out but also by to save money at a time when household budgets 
are already under pressure 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

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): 
Admissions policies and service policies should stop pub owners/bar tenders from admitting or serving alcohol 



to those already drunk 
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): 
A&E admission rates for alcohol related incidents and injuries 
Liver disease rates 
Police records on drunk and disorderly behaviour/criminality related to alcohol consumption 
The number of complaints from the public regarding drunk and disorderly behaviour  
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): 
It may prevent the opening of new pubs/bars in areas which already have a high density of similar 
establishments  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

X     

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

X     

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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. 

  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. 
Don't know 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 

    X 

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

    X 

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     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. 
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 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. 
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. 
Yes 
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. 
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. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Sweets and other foods that are damaging to health 
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. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know Yes Yes Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

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): 
More checks on licencse holders and how they operate 
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): 
Surveys of education and health authorities and doctors in all disciplines, including long term deseases and 
mental health  
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): 
It could be useful in health service commissioning  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

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 
  X   

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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  
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 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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. 

  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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

  X   

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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     X 

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 don't want my personal details bandied about willy nilly 
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 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. 
South West England 
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): 
Don't do it at all - you will just drive addicted people into brewing at home, buying illicit (potentially unsafe) 
booze or stealing. The rest of us will be forced to pay more, at a time when budgets are under unprecedented 
pressure. 
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 all have a right to decide how to live our kives. People will not modify the amount of alcohol they consume 
because it costs more - they will just find different ways to acquire it, such as illegal stills, stealing or reducing 
other areas of spend. 
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): 
Moderate drinkers (especiallt those on lowish incomes) who also consume lower priced products, but who are 
NOT involved in crime or suffering from addiction related health problems, and who will find that there already 
stretched budgets take another hit. 
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): 
People like me who buy in bulk when there is a good offer, put the stuff away and drink it over an extended 
period, thereby affording products that I would normally feel were too expensive to justify buying them. Most 
people have willpower and do not drink more just because &quot;it's there&quot;. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 



Age verification policy Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't 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. 
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. 
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): 
GP and hospital records of alcohol related treatments/admissions/attendances  
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): 
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
  X   

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  
Don't 
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 

  X   

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  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

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. 
Don't know 



Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

    X 

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

    X 

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     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. 
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 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. 
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. 
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): 
I think the level should be 0. Anyone with an alcohol problem will drink no matter what level you set. This is a 
tax that is levied against decent people. 
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): 
The elasticity of demand for alcohol. As price increases it doesnt reduce the amount of alcohol consumed by 
much. Also those who are dependent and need to be tackeled will still buy alcohol and spend money on beer. 
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): 
Alcoholics will sitll buy alcohol but pay more thereby reducing their families finances when really we should be 
targeting help by other means for this group. 
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): 
Decent drinkers who are wanting to buy beer for their family. They are been unfairly targeted as you try to 
deal with the minority who will still buy this product. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Some are good such as free tap water. Why not reduce soft drink VAT in pubs to help Designated Drivers. 
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. 
Don't know 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
Some are some arnt. Free tap water is a good idea for example. However restrictions should not be placed. 
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): 
It wont work its more restrictive. Get the clubs and pubs to pay for policing and regulation would help better.  
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): 
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

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

X     

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

X     

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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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 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). 
My father died from alcoholic liver desies. I know these proposals on minimum pricing would not reduce this 
problem. Those who want to get drunk still would it just targets the law abiding majority. Though I am in favour 
of free tap water and reducing red tape.  
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 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. 
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): 
Minimum pricing is the wrong approach. Problem drinkers either have high disposable incomes, or have such 
a dependency on alcohol that they will buy it no matter what it costs. Start enforcing drunk and disorderly 
laws, take drunks to supervised drunk tanks rather than to hospitals - bill them for their stay and don't let them 
out until they or someone they know pays. Also start taking licences away from premises for serving people 
who are already drunk. It is the nanny culture towards people who abuse alcohol that needs to change - 
increasing the price won't stop people drinking to excess. 
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): 
The effect on poor people who will no longer be able to afford the odd bottle of wine. Supposedly a glass of 
wine a day has health benefits rather - the poor will be denied that because of the stupidity of the few. 
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): 
As above. Why should the poor be left unable to afford a bottle of wine because of a few (statistically 
speaking) idiots. 
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 effect on the poor who use multi-buy offers as their only way of budgeting for a glass of wine with friends. 
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): 
Anyone apart from the target groups who will carry on drinking regardless. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know No 



Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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): 
Why aren't more licences withdrawn under existing provisions? - there is no point in introducing more and 
more conditions if none are ever enforced. 
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): 
The police, the ambulance service and A&E. They will tell you how people stagger from one establishment to 
the next before ending up in the gutter. They will tell you how they and the other emergency services just 
collect drunks from one area to take them to hospitals where they abuse staff and prevent genuinely ill 
patients from receiving attention.  
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): 
We wouldn't end up with no-go areas full of drunken, vomiting foul-mouthed idiots.  
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     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. 
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 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. 
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): 
I am entirely in support of a minimum pricing for alcohol per unit. I think 60p per unit would have more of an 
effect. 
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 is currently extremely cheap to drink in city centres, due to price wars between different bar chains. If 
minimum alcohol pricing is to have an appreciable effect, it would need to push the price of a shot up towards 
£3 and above. 
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): 
All licensed premises will be affected - it is simply too cheap to drink certain drinks in Britain today. Whereas 
beer can cost upwards of £4 a pint when drinking 'out', cheap supermarket and newsagent booze contributes 
more to the on-street drinking culture than anything else. 
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): 
So-called Multi-buy offers are not themselves the problem - the problem is the cheapness of the product. If it 
cost £15 and upwards to purchase a crate of lager, regardless of multi-buy deals, many people would be put 
off buying them. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of No No Don't know 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 
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): 
actually enforcing the condition that bars cannot serve people who are drunk. 
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. 
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

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

X     

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

X     

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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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



option. 
Don't know 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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     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 
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 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. 
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): 
minimum pricing does not take into account any changes in tax, nor cost of living, living wage, housing cost 
variations etc. The impact of minimum unit price will be felt differently in different parts sof the country. 
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 
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): 
There is no evidence that I have seen that shows the link between families who purchase alcohol on multi-buy 
deals and health outcomes. This ban appears to be a 'hammer to smash a walnut' approach to tackling a few 
problems. 
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): 
Alcohol consumption is already decreasing, where is the evidence that these proposals will dramaticlly effect 
the rate of the decrease 
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     X 

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 
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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey 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 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. 
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 
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): 
Increased crime due to theft of alcohol products, loss of revenue as more people go abroad to purchase 
cheaper 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. 
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): 
The average person who responsibly enjoys a couple of weekend drink is being unfairly 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. 
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. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No Yes No 

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. 
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): 
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 

 

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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 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. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box 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 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. 
South West 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. 
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 
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): 
The Public 
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 less well off are going to be 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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
This shouldn't be allowed and this isn't going to solve the problem. 
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): 
It's wrong to make the assumption that the only people that buy multi-buy promotions are It's wrong to make 
the assumption that the only people that buy multi-buy promotions are the irresponsible drinkers!!! You need 
to tackle the problem at source and educate people and stop penalising the hard working folk of this 
country.The majority of irresponsible drinkers are those on benefits who sit outside of their homes in the 
summer months drinking when the rest of us are at work and the members of Parliament sitting in the 
subsided bar at the house of commons!!!!! 
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   X   

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 
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. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
 

 

  



 

Alcohol strategy consultation 

 
 

User Details - 5138223  
 

Date Started: 28/11/2012 13:29:56 Date Ended: 28/11/2012 15:10:49 

Time taken: 1 hr, 40 mins, 53 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 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. 
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. 
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): 
I believe a UK wide price of at least 50p per unit should be imposed - 50p is the level chosen by the Scottish 
Government, therefore the arguments used by them when arriving at this figure will apply equally in England 
and Wales. To have a different price will generate an undesirable cross-border trade. To have a real impact 
on consumption a level of 60p per unit would be more appropriate. 
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): 
The price increase should be generated by increasing the excise duties on alcohol - this could be done 
overnight and would avoid the inevitable legal challenges to a &quot;minimum unit price&quot;. Increasing the 
excise duty would also ensure that the whole country benefits rather than just retailers and supermarkets. 
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): 
There is evidence of increased alcohol consumption among older people with consequential health effects. 
Increasing the unit price will help to reduce this recent phenomenon. 
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): 
Offers by &quot;Wine Clubs&quot; based on the purchase of a minimum number of bottles (at a discount) 
including those run by newspapers should be included. Discounts by shops etc which give a discount for the 
purchase of 6 or 12 bottles or a minimum purchase should be included. 
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): 
Multi-buy promotions are often used as a &quot;loss leader&quot; by supermarkets - in the case of alcohol 
this has the effect of increasing consumption. If the supermarkets can afford this then other purchases are 
subsidising alcohol consumption. 
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 &quot;eat in for £10&quot; type promotion consisting of a three course meal for two including a bottle of 
wine should be included to ensure they are not used as a way around the intended effects of the proposed 
legislation. Where no alternative to wine is given these offers discriminate against those who do not drink 
alcohol for medical or other reasons.. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible Yes Yes Yes Yes 



promotions 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know Yes Don't know Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

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): 
Mandatory licensing conditions will only have an effect if they ore enforced. Some of the extra money 
generated by minimum unit pricing should be earmarked towards the cost of enforcement by Local 
Authorities, the police and the Courts. 
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): 
Drink driving could be reduced by the mandatory provision of breathalysers in pubs and clubs to allow self 
testing prior to leaving the premises. This could remove some of the dangers on the roads. 
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): 
The number of hospital A&E visits caused by the effect of alcohol (including road accidents) should be taken 
into effect before any more premises are licensed.  
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): 
It should be mandatory for CIP to be be taken into account. 
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): 
Reduce the likelihood of any more licensed premises gaming permission.  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

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 
  X   

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  
Don't 
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 

  X   

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: 
I do not agree with the proposal to exempt these premises from the requirement to exempt these businesses 
from the need for licensing.  
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 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
I do not agree with the proposal to create an &quot;ancillary seller&quot; status as this will increase the 
consumption of alcohol which goes against the objectives of introducing minimum unit pricing. 
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  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

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

X     

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 

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: 
This proposal will nullify the intention to include health effects in CIPs as they will not be taken into account for 
this type of business.  
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   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. 
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). 
Part of the consideration includes noise nuisance effects of the late night events this still needs to be taken 
into account.  
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  
Don't 
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 
Act 

  X   

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

  X   

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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 consider that the 2003 Act processes should continue.  
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   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 

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 
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6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 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. 
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 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. 
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 
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): 
Responsible drinkers who like to enjoy the odd drink, and are finding prices too high at the moment. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Cheap shots in pubs and pubs and clubs should be financially penalised for creating drunken-ness and the 
proceeds should be ploughed back into the police, nhs, and health services such as the AA. 



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): 
In no way should a democracy be banning anything that enhances consumer choice. Personal responsibility 
has to come into things - we don't want another nanny state. The organisations that profit from cheap alcohol 
sales should be forced to pay something back to society. 
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 will be affected and they should not be penalised for the social problems of others. A 
much better tack would be to get the profits from sales ploughed back into the system - I reiterate Tesco, 
Sainsbury's etc., and pub chains should pay a percentage of drink related profits into rehabilitation of 
alcoholics. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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): 
I would have thought the police have more than enough legislation at their disposal already to deal with public 
nuisance, drunk and disorderly, under-age drinking, selling of alcohol to minors - do we really need more 
legislation? Shouldn't we be forcing the police to get back on the beat and do their job more effectively? 
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): 
Plain English would be a good start.  
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): 
No impact whatsoever  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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  
Don't 
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 

  X   

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?  
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  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

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. 
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

  X   

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

  X   

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

  X   

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     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. 
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. 
Person or organisation specialising in licensing law 
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. 
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 
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): 
The financial impact on responsible drinkers, in particular the less well off members of our society who 
currently purchase normal strength beers and lagers in supermarkets (and supermarket promotions,) who will 
inevitably be faced with increased costs or, as will be meccessary in some cases, cutting or eliminating their 
enjoyment of these products. 
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): 
Poorer members of our society. 
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): 
Poorer members of our society may lose financially if there is a ban. I believe this is unfair. 
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): 
As above. 
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 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

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. 
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): 
Local health service figures.  
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): 
None as there is not a problem in my loacal area that needs to be addressed.  
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  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

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 
X     

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  
Don't 
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 

X     

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.  
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  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

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 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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: 
None.  
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 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). 
Those serving work areas - e.g. on industrial estates  
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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

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

X     

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  
Don't 
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 
Act 

  X   

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.) 
None.  
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 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.  
Page Score 
0 
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