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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. 

Local government (other) 

Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Warrington Drug and Alcohol Action Team (DAAT) 

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. 

A report outling suggested responses the key areas of the consultation was presented to Warrington's Health 
and Wellbeing Board for comment and approval and also circulated to members of the DAAT and Crime and 
Disorder Partnership for comment. The following response has therefore been informed and approved by 
these strategic bodies in Warrington.  

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. 

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): 
Agree that a minimum unit price of 45p would achieve the aims above, but believe that a minimum unit price 
of 50p would achieve far better outcomes as evidenced by the ScHARR model (University of Sheffield, 2009), 
which found that after 10 years, a 50p level would save 3,060 lives (1,020 more than at 45p); 97,700 hospital 
admissions (31,500 more); 442,300 days absent from work (176,00 more) and 42,500 crimes (18,400 more). 
A MUP of 50p is also supported by the 24 Directors of Public Health in our region. 



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): 
* Pubs, bars and other on-trade premises will greatly benefit from a minimum price as it would reduce the 
differential in prices retailed in the off-trade and on-trade. Evidence suggests that this would result in a shift of 
drinking patterns to on-trade premises which is a safer, regulated environment to consume alcohol and 
positive for community pubs. * The Scottish Government is proposing a minimum unit price of 50p creating a 
potential cross border issues if the price level is 45p in England. * The price level should be regularly revised 
to ensure that alcohol doesn‟t become more affordable. * Additional money earned by retailers should be 
recouped by the Treasury and directed to local services which reduce alcohol harm. * It is important to 
recognise that MUP could contribute to an increase in the production and availability of illicit alcohol which will 
need to be monitored and addressed. 

Score 

0 

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

The minimum unit price should 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): 
* Children and young people would be better protected from alcohol harms by reducing access to pocket-
money priced alcohol. In the 2011 Trading Standards North West Children‟s Survey, 13% of 14 year olds and 
a massive 57% of 17 year olds were able to purchase alcohol themselves. 23% of 14 to 17 year olds claimed 
to drink more than 20 units per week. * There would be a positive effect on offenders - 63% of male offenders 
are problem drinkers. * Local community pubs. Cheap alcohol in the off-trade has contributed to the decline of 
the local British pub. Recent surveys have highlighted that the majority of pub landlords support MUP. 

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): 
* As a general principle, the purchase of any goods should not be linked to the purchase of alcohol at a lower 
than normal sale price. * Buying goods and getting alcohol discounted or free which would fall below a 
minimum unit price of 50p. * Multi-buy promotions in on-trade premises should end to be consistent with the 
off-trade. * There should be consistency of price per volume of a product regardless of the size or quantity of 
packaging that alcohol is sold in. * Loyalty point schemes and money off coupons which are in anyway linked 
to alcohol.  

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 a far greater impact of the multi-buy ban policy when enforced alongside a minimum unit price of 
50p. * Marketing of alcohol should be legislated for ensuring that it does not circumvent the spirit and intention 
of this legislation. * An Alcohol Concern and Balance report of 16-24 year olds found that promotions 
encouraged more drinking. A multi-buy ban would protect more children and young people. * Multi-buy 
promotions encourage people to buy more alcohol than they intend resulting in easier access to alcohol in the 
home environment. We already know that children and young people access alcohol from the home more 
than any other place so a ban would reduce this access. * Trading Standards needs a strengthened operation 
to monitor and enforce a multi-buy ban effectively as it is unlikely that relying on consumers policing the ban 
will be effective enough. * Reduced consumption would improve health inequalities as lower income groups 
suffer greater health harms.  

Score 



0 

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

Yes 

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
* Young people would benefit as they would be less incentivised to drink more than they otherwise would 
choose to. * Frontline services such as police, ambulance services and hospitals would be dealing with fewer 
cases of alcohol-related harm freeing up their time and resources. * People on low incomes would benefit as 
they are disproportionately affected by alcohol-related harm. Alcohol-related death rates are 45% higher in 
areas of high deprivation. This is despite people in lower socio-economic groups consuming less than those in 
higher ones. * Pubs could benefit as people are less likely to pre-load on alcohol bought from off-licence 
premises and shift their consumption of alcohol to on-licence premises. 

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): 
* Remove the „glamourisation‟ test for promotions and ban all irresponsible promotions. * Remove the „need to 
demonstrate a link with crime and disorder‟ clause relating to irresponsible promotions as it is too restrictive. * 
The unit content of all drinks should be clearly visible at the point of sale so customers know what they are 
drinking. * Age verification schemes should be a minimum „check 25‟, have a written policy and include 
mandatory signage on premises. * Licensees should train and re-train their staff to be accredited to a national 
standard for the safe and responsible retailing of alcohol. * The Code should be extended to restrict 
promotions of all types that encourage excessive consumption such as irresponsible promotions including 
„Buy 2 large glasses and get the rest of the bottle free‟, and „2-4-1 on cocktails‟. * Volume discounting or 
incentives to buy more alcohol than might otherwise be purchased should be prohibited, including 
voucher/reward card deals which are becoming increasingly common, as should promotions that cut prices for 
a specified time e.g. happy hours. * Promotions that encourage excessive drinking in pubs and clubs where 
organised by a third party such as bar crawls, should also be prohibited. 

Score 

0 

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

Yes 

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
* A proportionate seating and standing ratio should be dictated by the capacity of the premises. * Recommend 
an additional mandatory condition that would ensure that soft/non-alcoholic drinks be made available at 
reasonable prices e.g at least one soft drink (not free water) to be cheaper than the cheapest alcoholic drink. * 
A ban on irresponsible drinks promotions should be applied to the off-trade. * Loyalty point schemes for the 
purchase of alcohol which encourages increased consumption should be banned. * Offering shots of spirits 
away from the bar area (e.g. table to table selling of shots of pre-poured vodka) should be banned. * Happy 
hours should be banned as they sell discounted alcohol. * Ladies nights, (where there are discounted or free 
drinks) should be banned as they encourage excessive consumption of alcohol. * Drinking games should be 
banned. 

Score 

0 

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

No 



If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
* There should be as many or as few mandatory licensing conditions as deemed appropriate by the 
Government. This should include extending the ban on irresponsible drinks promotions to cover off-trade 
licensed premises to create a consistency across the on and off trades. * Supermarket alcohol sales now 
account for 70% of off-trade sales and can sell alcohol at discounted prices. Stopping irresponsible 
promotions would also help to tackle pre-loading and binge drinking of alcohol purchased from the off-trade. 
People who have pre-loaded are more likely to be a victim or perpetrator of crime. Therefore ensuring that 
alcohol at such premises is sold and promoted responsibly is relevant to the effective management of a safe 
night-time economy. 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): 

Current guidance accompanying the Licensing Act 2003 asserts that licensing authorities, when establishing 
the evidence base for a CIP, can draw upon health-related statistics, such as alcohol-related emergency 
attendances and hospital admissions. Such statistics will be relevant when considering alcohol-related health 
harms, but will be dependent on their quality and availability. 
 
We recommend that the Government develops and introduces standard systems to more effectively measure 
and record the levels of alcohol-related harm for all patients in both accident and emergency departments, 
and via hospital admissions. 



 
In addition to this more robust A&E and hospital data, we recommend that an effective Joint Strategic Needs 
Assessment would also include: 
 
* Ambulance data 
* Paramedic data 
* GP data 
* Urgent care/walk in centre data 
* Treatment data including specialist treatment 
* Demand/unmet demand for alcohol treatment 
* Alcohol related mortality (including suicides and self harm) 
* Mental health and wellbeing indices 
* Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorders data 
* Home Office monitoring data on violence 
* Trauma and Injury Intelligence Group data from the North West Public Health Observatory 
* Domestic abuse data including child protection issues 
 
Public health should be a licensing objective in its own right and not tied to CIPs. This would not be 
disproportionate as suggested in the impact assessment, and would play a role in the economic development 
and health of an authority area. Experience from Scotland suggests that public health should be taken into 
consideration across the whole authority area rather than at smaller scale when assessing the over-provision 
of alcohol to take into account all points of sale.  

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): 
Currently only the police can object to licence applications due to a Cumulative Impact Policies (CIP). We 
believe that all responsible authorities should be able to object to the application therefore widening the 
process to consider health data and the impact on health harms. For example if there is a health harm issue 
but no crime issue, health bodies may object on the grounds of a CIP. As noted in question 13, public health 
and assessment of over-provision of alcohol should be considered across the authority area as consideration 
at ward level could be insufficient and not take into account sales from neighbouring wards. Rather than tying 
the consideration of health harm to CIPs, we recommend including the protection of public health as a fifth 
licensing objective. 

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): 

Health-harms data should always feed into licensing decision-making. Allowing licensing authorities to 
consider alcohol-related health harms will provide them with an additional, and much-needed, tool to 
proactively refuse new applications/extensions on the basis of local health considerations. Consequently, they 
will be enabled to more effectively control the availability of alcohol, and the density of outlets selling alcohol, 
within their locality. Increased availability of alcohol has been shown to exacerbate alcohol-related problems, 
whilst several international studies have shown a link between high outlet density and physical violence. 
 
In addition to the impact on controlling alcohol related crime the health data can impact upon all policy areas 
and licensing objectives giving stronger evidence and improving the all round data picture to set a baseline 
and allow for more informed decision making, e.g. alcohol related assaults reporting to A&E but not to the 
police. 
 
Including health data in consideration of a CIP would enable local links between alcohol and health harm to 
be better established. 
 
There will be a positive impact on people‟s mental health and wellbeing because there is less violence, 



improving healthiness of the population, increased life expectancy and increased economic productivity. 
 
Where there is a saturation of licensed premises, for example in a city centre, competition drives down the 
price of alcohol which encourages additional consumption. An authority wide over-provision policy backed by 
public health would lessen „competition by price‟ and so limit availability of alcohol to young people, which is 
an indicator of harm. 
 
The World Health Organisation has reported that availability effects levels of harm therefore Licensing 
Authorities should be able to control the availability 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. 

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: 

In principle, we disagree with the „need to free up business‟ in relation to alcohol. It should not be treated as 
an everyday, ordinary product. 
 
Any sale of alcohol should be regulated. Therefore there are no types of premises for alcohol sales which 
should be unregulated. Unregulated alcohol sales would create a situation where the objectives of the 
Licensing Act 2003 would be unenforceable. The licensed sale of alcohol also protects and ensures a 
standard of „due diligence‟ is adhered to by people selling alcohol. 
 
Such procedures should not be regarded as „burdens‟ but as a necessary tool to ensuring that sales of 
alcohol are undertaken responsibly and in accordance with the licensing objectives, and as a means of 
effectively controlling the availability of alcohol, a key mechanism in reducing alcohol-related harm. 
 
This proposal would create a third tier of licensed premises as it would create a category outside Early 
Morning Restriction Orders/Late Night Levy and CIPs. This would create confusion for consumers and 
enforcement officers and lead to increased costs for public sector organisations dealing with the harmful 
effects of alcohol. 
 
This extra category of licensed premises could be contributing to the harm of excessive alcohol consumption 
but would not contribute to the costs, for example through a Late Night Levy being applied to licensed 
premises. 
 
We therefore recommend that no changes are made to this aspect of licensing procedure.  

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): 
We don‟t agree with the „ancillary seller‟ status because there is no mechanism to police these businesses, 
and ensure that they retail alcohol responsibly. The scheme would also take the sale of alcohol out of the 



remit of the four objectives of the Licensing Act 2003 and the proposed objective of „Public Health‟ thus 
undermining the Licensing Act. The „ancillary sellers‟ of alcohol in the retail environment would not come 
under the same protection afforded by the Licensing Act or necessarily receive appropriate training therefore 
creating a three tier system which cannot be monitored, supported or enforced. In addition people purchasing 
from an „ancillary seller‟ need to understand they are purchasing from an unregulated „ancillary seller‟ and are 
therefore not necessarily making a reputable or safe purchase, for example safeguarding underage sales. 

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: 

We do not agree with any deregulation or unregulated sales of alcohol. The consumption of alcohol should be 
de-normalised in our society. This can be achieved through proper regulation which would help to reduce 
consumption with resulting benefits to the health and wellbeing of society. Furthermore: 
 
* Removing the need for a personal licence holder: It is essential that Police Officers, Fire Officers, and 
licensing officials can immediately identify the Designated Premises Supervisor as a person in a position of 
authority at any premises selling or supplying alcohol. This is to ensure that any licensing problems arising at 
a particular premise can be addressed swiftly by engaging with this key individual. A personal licence holder 
should continue to be required regardless of whether or not the sale of alcohol forms a central part of the 
premise‟s business. 
 
* Removing the need for a premises licence: We do not support this proposal and are also concerned that 



removing the need to advertise will disadvantage local residents who may wish to object to additional 
premises being permitted to sell alcohol in their area. We do not support removing one of the key 
mechanisms by which local residents are notified of, and can subsequently object to, premises wishing to sell 
alcohol in their community.  

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). 

Accommodation - if you are serving to a guest of a patron and premises that are just serving hot food and hot 
drinks (non-alcoholic).  

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.) 

There are no processes that could be removed or simplified without having an adverse effect on the licensing 
objectives or increasing the burden on responsible authorities or the local community. 
 
We think it should be as easy as possible for members of the public to make their views known on licensing 
applications and decision making and suggest this process is determined locally. Any system should seek to 
engage the public as much as possible through whatever means is most successful. 
 
We do not support removing the prohibition of alcohol sales at motorway service areas. Indeed, it would be in 
the best interests of all road users to dissociate alcohol completely from driving, given that there were nearly 
10,000 drink-drive casualties in Great Britain in 2011  

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). 

* A minimum unit price for alcohol - The Impact Assessment does not explain why 45p has been chosen as 
the recommended minimum price. The House of Commons Health Committee report on the Government‟s 
Alcohol Strategy states that “If the minimum unit price in England were to be fixed at a different level to that in 
Scotland, we would expect the evidence supporting that decision to be set out clearly”. 
 
The Impact Assessment uses new methodology to work out the benefits of a MUP of 45p but provides no 
comparison of alternative levels of MUP such as 50p. While we understand that the new methodology takes 
account of inflation the Impact Assessment should have published the proposed benefits of a 50p MUP. 
 
* Health as an objective for cumulative impact - We support enabling local authorities to take wider alcohol-
related health harm into account in licensing decisions. Outlet density is linked to increased rates of 
consumption and alcohol-related violence, and research commissioned by Alcohol Concern shows a positive 
correlation between the density of off-licensed premises and harm from alcohol in underage drinkers. Heavy 
drinking, however, does not just occur in areas of high outlet density. A survey carried out in Wales by Alcohol 
Concern found that 50% of drinkers only ever drink alcohol at home, and these are likely to be spread out 
across the licensing authority area. Moreover, some local authorities in England and Wales have chosen not 
to implement cumulative impact policies in their areas. Given the well-documented health risks of regularly 
consuming above recommended guidelines, we recommend introducing the protection of public health as a 
fifth licensing objective, which would be more effective than restricting consideration to cumulative impact 
areas and applicable to all local authorities. 
 
* Ancillary sellers - An outcome of Option 2 will be up to 9,116 new premises with the ability to sell alcohol. If 
this figure is accurate, it will likely represent a significant increase the availability of alcohol. A recent review of 
the most effective mechanisms to achieve a positive change in our drinking culture noted that previous 
relaxations in licensing laws governing availability have probably been a major factor in increased alcohol 
consumption and related harms. Any measures likely to increase the availability of alcohol within communities 
would therefore be unwise.  

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. 
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. 
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 No No No 

Dispensing 
alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

Yes Yes No No 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
Yes Yes No Yes 

Age verification 
policy 

No No No Yes 

Mandatory 
provision of 

small measures 
No Yes 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. 
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 X     



and museums, providing alcohol alongside 
cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which 
such special provision could apply without impacting adversely on one or 
more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the box 
below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on 
businesses where the sale of alcohol is only a small part of their business 
and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the 
effectiveness of enforcement.   Alternatively, a second option is to broaden 
the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or not for 
profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for 
example, to the effect that: alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part 
or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider service, andthe 
amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot 
exceed a prescribed amount Do you think that the qualification criteria 
proposed meet this aim?  
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

  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. 
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 X     



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 

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. 
Public health body (eg Primary Care Trust, Local Health Board, Director of 
Public Health) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Rochdale Shadow Health and Wellbeing Board 
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. 
15  
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. 
Consulted directly with the members of the Board on the content of the 
proposals  
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. 
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): 



Whilst the benefits proposed for a 45p MUP would achieve the identified 
aims, a 50p MUP would deliver even greater benefits. Although the original 
ScHARR modelling has not been used in this consultation due to updated 
model being produced, the proportionate increase in benefits of having a 50 
pence unit price are still likely, even if the numbers involved are smaller due 
to the effect of inflation since the initial study took place. In the original 
model, the projected benefits including lives saved, hospital admissions 
reduced, less crimes and fewer absent days from work all more than 
doubled when the price was increased from 40p to 50p. We assume that a 
small increase from the proposed 45p to 50p is achievable and that this 
would result in proportionally similar impacts of at least 25% greater. When 
we are talking about people‟s lives this difference in outcome is important. A 
50p MUP would also ensure that we remain consistent with the Scotland 
proposal and ensure that England and Wales benefits to the same extent. 
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 impact on young people and their drinking habits is of concern to us. 
Young people generally look for the strongest, cheapest alcohol they can 
afford. This policy would restrict this and also reduce the amount of 
„preloading‟ they can afford to do at home before a night out. Younger 
people would then be more likely to drink in the supervised and regulated 
environments of the pub trade rather than at home. We believe that prices 
in community pubs will not be affected by the MUP. It will help reduce the 
disparity in the price of alcohol between supermarkets and community pubs 
which could lead to more people heading back to our pubs and rebuilding 
them as integral components of the local community. All of the following 
support the need to reduce alcohol consumption through cost: 40% of child 
protection cases and 74% of child mistreatment case in the UK are alcohol 
related. Alcohol is linked to 40% of domestic violence cases. In 2010 there 
were 8750 alcohol related deaths in the UK. 
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): 
The on trade will benefit as the MUP will reduce the difference in the cost of 
alcohol between pubs and supermarkets, where alcohol is generally sold 
much more cheaply. The off trade will benefit from increased profits which 
will go directly to the businesses. Local evidence suggests that one of the 
main sources of alcohol for children and young people is from the home. 
Parents may reduce the amount they spend on alcohol due to the MUP and 
therefore there would be less available for young people. People on low 
income e.g. pensioners will be affected by the price – but heavier drinkers 
are likely to be affected the most. 
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): 
The proposed rules about which offers will be acceptable and which will not 
are open to interpretation. We want to see a ban on all discounted offers in 
the off-trade as these offers also encourage people to buy more than they 
normally would. E.g. A bottle of wine that usually costs £10 discounted to £5 
could encourage customers to get 2 for the price of one whilst they can. 
Only a proportion of customers would opt to keep the money they save and 
spend it on other things. If the Alcohol Strategy, and Government, is 
committing to control the supply of alcohol through price then all offers for 
reduced cost alcohol should be included in the ban. Money-off coupons 
should not include alcoholic products. 
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): 
A ban on all promotions of alcohol would be much simpler to implement and 
enforce. The table included the consultation document demonstrates the 
complexity in defining what is and what is not included in the ban. 
Enforcement officers would have to check the individual prices of products 
included in promotions to assess whether it is compliant or not. If there was 
a ban on all promotions it would be a lot easier to enforce and leave no 
room for retailer „confusion‟. It would be easier for retailers to implement a 
full ban than have to determine what an appropriate promotion is and what 
is not. 
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 off-trade would be affected by having to remove the banned promotions 
and reconsider how else to attract customers. On trade would benefit as the 
benefits of buying cheap alcohol from the off-trade would be reduced. There 
would be an impact on the policing and management of night time economy 
as there is likely to be a reduction in the practice of „pre-loading‟ before a 
night out, especially in younger people. Moderate drinkers on low income 
will also be affected by the removal of multi-buy promotions – however 
heavier drinkers will be effected most. 
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 
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): 
The current guidance on what constitutes an irresponsible promotion is 
unclear and open to interpretation. This makes the rules difficult to enforce. 
Greater clarity is needed so that licensees and enforcement officers know 
what is and is not allowed. We also highly recommend that the Government 
should review the current licensing hours as these are ensuring that alcohol 



is available any time, day or night, which is adding to the current 
problematic drinking culture in the country. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could 
be tackled through a mandatory licensing condition?   Please select one 
option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
The introduction of a new mandatory condition requiring all staff selling 
alcohol to undertake an accredited training course. Also, all those 
responsible for selling alcohol should have a personal licence to ensure 
appropriate selling of a potentially harmful substance. Children under 18 
should not be allowed to sell alcohol. There should be a mandatory 
condition that restricts the sales of alcohol by people who are under 18 
years of age. It should also be mandatory to have till prompts that force an 
interaction to challenge ID. This should apply to local off licences, not just 
large retailers. We need to ensure off-trade are held as accountable for the 
sale of alcohol as on-trade. In Rochdale there is a high correlation between 
hotspots of alcohol related anti-social behaviour and high density of off-
licences. Soft drinks should be priced cheaper than the cheapest alcohol 
drink, thus removing a possible encouragement for people to drink alcoholic 
drinks if they are cheaper. Offering shots of spirits away from the bar area 
should be banned. Happy hours and „ladies nights‟ (where there are 
discounted or free drinks based on a customers gender) should be banned 
as they encourage excessive consumption of alcohol. 
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): 
All mandatory licensing conditions should apply to both on and off trade. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for 
cumulative impact policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-
related health harms into consideration when making decisions about 
cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage problems 



linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a 
rebuttable presumption that all new licence applications and variations in 
that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority receives a 
relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative 
impact. However each application must still be considered on its own merits 
and the licensing authority may still grant the application if it is satisfied that 
the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are 
proposing that licensing authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-
related health harm into account in deciding whether to introduce a CIP and 
the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an 
obligation. We expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-
related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm from alcohol, will be most 
likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to 
local decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the 
number of licensed premises in the local area on the basis of robust local 
evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document 
and impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a 
licensing objective for cumulative impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for 
cumulative impact policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be 
used to support the introduction of a cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were 
possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Hospital admissions data – both alcohol related and alcohol specific 
admissions by postcode. 
Alcohol related mortality.  
 
Alcohol related violent crime - data by postcode. 
 
Testimonies from victims of ASB could be used to demonstrate the negative 
impact on wellbeing in a particular area. 
 
Information from local GP‟s and locally elected members could be used to 
present the case for harm associated with a particular area or premises. 
 
Treatment data including specialist treatment 
 
Domestic abuse data, including child protection issues  
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): 
Currently only the police can object to licence applications due to 
Cumulative Impact Policies (CIP). We believe that all responsible authorities 
should be able to object to the application, therefore widening the process 
to consider health data. E.g. if there is a health harm issue but no crime 
issue, health bodies may object on the grounds of a CIP. 
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 inclusion of alcohol related health harms when considering a CIP will, 
along with other data, serve to strengthen the case of placing restrictions or 
invoking licensing reviews on problem premises. The health related harms 
of alcohol are of equal importance to the effects on crime and disorder so 
should be assessed together with these to make licensing decisions. 
 
This will strengthen the ability to hold problem premises to account for their 
non-compliance with conditions or irresponsible practices. Consideration of 
health harms could also be used to prevent or reduce already identified 
health problems. For example, if a particular areas is having negative health 
problem with consumption of alcohol, then alcohol related health harm data 
could be used to prevent the granting of a new licence to sell alcohol in that 
area.  
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   X   



alongside accommodation as part of the contract 

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol 
alongside a hair or beauty treatment 

  X   

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the 
purchase of flowers 

  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: 
There should be no deregulation in relation to alcohol. By giving a free 
mandate for certain businesses we will have no way of making sure they 
are providing alcohol in an appropriate way. This proposal goes against the 
need for greater responsibility within the on and off-trade and wider general 
public in relation to alcohol. It is remiss to exclude a selection of businesses 
from this responsibility based on the fact that alcohol is not the main 
component of their business.  
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): 
No. As stated above, there should be no exemptions in terms of reducing 
regulation with regards to alcohol. It could potentially create loopholes for 
irresponsible businesses to exploit and we can not afford for that to happen. 
Alcohol is a potentially harmful substance and if abused it leads to 



significant health, social and economic harm in society. 
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: 
We do not agree with a „lighter touch‟ authorisation. We are concerned 
about the fragmentation of the Licensing Act which would create a system 



open to loopholes and abuse which we do not want to see happen.  
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). 
None  
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   X   



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 

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.) 
We want to simplify the application forms in relation to regulated 
entertainment so that when applicants are completing the form they only 
have to complete what section they are applying for and not have to 
respond to sections that are irrelevant to them. E.g. if an applicant only 
wanted live music then they only need to respond to that section. 
 
In addition we feel that asking about the provision of alcohol should be the 
first choice on the list not the last as it currently is so it is given the priority it 
deserves.  
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. 
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 disagree with having a minimum price for alcohol. I drink responsibly and 
don't see why I should pay more for other people's bad behaviour. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 



minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
I feel this policy will be inaffective. 
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): 
I disagree with a minimum price for 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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
Responsible drinkers will use this to reduce cost and drink it over time. 
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): 
This is unfair to 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. 
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. 
Licensing authority 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
The Council for the London Borough of Newham 
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. 
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. 
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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 



Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 100 words): 
We are opposed to a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off- trade 
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): 
We are opposed to a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off- 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. 
No Response 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 100 words): 
We are opposed to a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off- trade. 
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 
Don't 
know 

Yes Yes 

Dispensing 
alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

Yes 
Don't 
know 

Yes Yes 

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. 
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. 
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): 
Local health body - data, statistics and evidence  
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 allow the Licening Authority to take into consideration whether there 
are any links between the density of alcohol licensed premises and alcohol 
consumption in an area, and also between the density and the alcohol 
realted health harms. Would also enable the Licensing Authority to monitor 
any rising levels of alcohol related health harms in area and if there is a rise 
to consider the introduction of a CIP for the area.  
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. 

  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 

X     



cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which 
such special provision could apply without impacting adversely on one or 
more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the box 
below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on 
businesses where the sale of alcohol is only a small part of their business 
and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the 
effectiveness of enforcement.   Alternatively, a second option is to broaden 
the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or not for 
profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for 
example, to the effect that: alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part 
or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider service, andthe 
amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot 
exceed a prescribed amount Do you think that the qualification criteria 
proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping 
your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
We are opposed to this option as it will lead loop holes and grey areas in 
the law that will be exploited by irresponsible businesses 
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. 

  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: 
The law must be soecific and correctly drafted without loopholes or grey 
areas that can be expoited by irresponsible businesses  
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. 
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 
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 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. 

  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. 
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. 

  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). 
We do not agree with the calculations of the costs that will fall upon 
Licensing Authorities -they are unrealistic and far too low.  
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 
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Pages Total 

1. About you 0 
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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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14. 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. 
65 and over 
Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
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 licensing hours for alcohol selling alcohol are to long To many stores 



sell it Garage stores should not be allowed to sell it 
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): 
The larger stores may find ways round it Offering alcohol with other 
products 
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 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing 
alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
No No No No 

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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
Cut down the licensing hours Do not issue so many most convienence 
stores now sell alcohol Ban garage shops from selling it Alcohol is far to 
readily available at all times of the day and night 
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 be more conditions on 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): 
Growth of alcoholism in young people Troubles in hospitals  
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 can only say that it would prevent young people drinking so much Prevent 
litter and drinking in the streets  
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       

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). 
Should not be allowed to sell alcohol  
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   X   



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 X     



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       

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. 
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): 
Minimum pricing is a waste of time, you won't stop the idiots polluting our 
towns this way. 
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): 
It's a waste of time. 
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): 
All the people who drink responsibly, they are the ones who pick up the tab 
for policing our towns on Fri and Sat nights. They pay enough already! 
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. 
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 records.  



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): 
Reduce the number of late night bars and the hours they're allowed to open.  
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. 

  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: 
Charitable social events.  
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. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when 
taking forward proposals for a lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify 
in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Page Score 



0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow 
organisers of community events involving licensable activities to notify them 
through a locally determined notification process?   Please select one 
option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   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 

      

Determining that certain premises types are X     



exempt in their local area 

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally 
prescribed exemption from regulations for the provision of late night 
refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which 
you think a nationally prescribed exemption should apply (keeping your 
views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
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). 
These are to complicated to follow.  
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. 
Public health body (eg Primary Care Trust, Local Health Board, Director of 
Public Health) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
GHNHSFT 
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. 
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 that unit pricing will ever be effective in changing behaviour in 



the group this is being targeted. It will simply be a PR exercise and 
increased income from tax and revenue for retailers. The fiscal penalty will 
again fall on the law abiding non-problematic majority. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 



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

No 
Don't 
know 

Yes Don't know 

Dispensing 
alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

No 
Don't 
know 

Yes Don't know 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
No Yes Yes Don't know 



Age verification 
policy 

No Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory 
provision of 

small measures 
No 

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 
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 X     



alongside accommodation as part of the contract 

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol 
alongside a hair or beauty treatment 

  X   

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the 
purchase of flowers 

  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. 
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 

      

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. 
Police officer 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
West Midlands Police 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, 
please write in the box below the number of members in your group or 
organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the 
box below keeping your response to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   
Please select one option from the menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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



No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
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): 
Although the introduction of a minimum unit price of alcohol is strongly 
supported, a level of 50p would be markedly more effective in reducing 



consumption and thus reducing alcohol related crime and disorder, saving 
the police service an estimated £49.6 m in the first year. Research 
(supported by BMA findings) has identified that a level of 50p would be 
needed to reduce the number of hazardous and harmful drinkers. A 50p per 
unit price would not affect the vast majority of drinks sold through on-licence 
premises although it would prevent irresponsible promotions. It is however, 
strongly believed that any cost increase would affect the quantity of alcohol 
bought cheaply at supermarkets for the purpose of pre-loading. It is difficult 
to imagine how further reductions in alcohol related violent crime, disorder 
and anti-social behaviour can be made should supermarkets continue to sell 
alcohol cheaply. Unfortunately, the commonly accepted myth is that a 
minimum price would hit the responsible drinker hard in the pocket. This is 
not the case with the weekly additional cost estimated to be 21p. A 
minimum price would target those drinks preferred by the heaviest drinkers 
and children (with little available cash); largely ciders and own brand spirits. 
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 findings of research carried out by the University of Sheffield (updated 
January 2012) on a model based on the population of Scotland (4,523,448 
people over the age of 11 years) are important. In particular, in Scotland: A 
50p minimum price was expected to result in a reduction in consumption of 
7.8%, a 45p minimum by 6% and a 40p minimum by 4.6% Lower minimum 
price thresholds are associated with reductions in beer/cider and spirit 
consumption but increases in wine consumption due to switching. Wine 
consumption also starts to decrease at thresholds over 45p. As minimum 
price threshold increases, alcohol-related hospital admissions and deaths 
are estimated to reduce. Within the research model a reduction of 5,100 
hospital admissions per annum was forecast for a 40p threshold compared 
with a 6,600 reduction for a 45p threshold and 8,600 for a 50p threshold. A 
40p threshold was estimated to reduce crimes by 2,900 offences per annum 
whereas a 45p threshold would lead to a reduction of 3,600 and a 50p 
threshold by 4,700. Changes in pricing affect mostly harmful drinker, with 
hazardous drinkers somewhat affected and moderate drinkers affected very 
little.  
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): 
A minimum price per unit will raise awareness of the health, social and 
economic implications of alcohol consumption and have a positive impact 
on the irresponsible drinking habits of those with limited finance including 
under-age drinkers. Less Alcohol consumption in the home will help both 
children and domestic abuse victims. Alcohol is a factor in around 40% of 
DA (1) and 40% of Child Abuse Cases (2). There will be implications for 
retailers, particularly supermarkets, which use alcohol sales as a loss-
leader. 
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): 
A ban should be imposed as part of an overall strategy which includes a 
minimum price per unit. If price reductions are used to promote sales, the 
minimum price per unit should be maintained. For example for offers 
allowing: a multi-buy discount to be hidden in another offer (eg buy 3 cases 
of alcohol and get a £10 discount on food, petrol) a discount on other items 
eg buy 2 cases of beer get vodka half price. a significant discount on case 
sales of a particular sized can/bottle over 4-packs of another size of the 
same product  
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): 
Premises (and in particular retail premises) that have mixed use should be 
considered as there is a possibility of linking an on-sale to an off-sale. For 
example, wine is often used by retailers as part of a multi-buy on a range of 
products (eg dinner for two for £10). Consideration should be given to 
restrictions on this type of offer which may be extended to include other 
drinks to increase customer footfall should minimum pricing per unit and a 
ban on multi-buys be introduced. Research by Sheffield University on behalf 
of the Scottish Government indicated that a ban on multi-buy promotions 
would increase the effectiveness of MUP, leading to further falls in 



consumption, and resulting in less related harm. A coordinated approach 
should be used to address price and availability as well as availability and 
quality of alcohol-related hospital and community services. Reductions in 
consumption would improve the health of lower income groups amongst 
which alcohol related deaths are significantly higher. It is known to be 45% 
higher in areas of high deprivation (3). 
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): 
A reduction in alcohol consumption, particularly from pre-loading, will result 
in a corresponding reduction in the demand for resources provided by 
Health and the police. Home Office Research (Alcohol, crime and disorder: 
a study of young adults – 2003) found that: …. much of the research 
evidence suggests that the „binge‟ drinking culture, mainly associated with 
young adults, is particularly linked with crime and disorder. Finally families 
would benefit as multi-buy deals encourage home drinking where excessive 
alcohol consumption is hidden and harder to control.  
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 
Yes Yes Yes Yes 

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. 
No 



If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping 
your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Not quite. Irresponsible promotions should have the clause referring to the 
need to „demonstrate a link with crime and disorder‟ removed as it makes 
the condition very difficult to use. Age verification policies should stipulate 
the need for a written policy which is advertised within the venue. Anything 
which encourages greater consumption than intended should not be 
allowed, including: • Price-based promotions. • Student „drink the bar dry‟ 
promotions • Offering an alcoholic drink cheaper than one without alcohol, 
i.e. vodka and coke vs coke alone Allow only the 25ml single measure 
equating to one unit of alcohol and therefore easy to account alcohol intake.  
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): 
Mandatory licensing conditions should include consideration of customer 
safety. This might include a requirement for door staff to undertake related 
training and accreditation of those staff. There is also a risk associated with 
alcohol fuelled football related violence. Local licensing allows conditions to 
be imposed on the sale of alcohol to mitigate these risks (eg no alcohol 
sales between 12:00 -22:00 on match day Saturdays). Point of sale 
information on units of alcohol and recommended limits should be 
compulsory. Lower strength beers, wines and soft drinks should be 
promoted. Suzette Davenport, ACPO Roads Policing portfolio holder, has 
observed that any increase in the availability of alcohol at motorway and 
other service areas would send an inappropriate message about drink 
driving and could increase offending. 
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): 
Although the broad balance is correct, particularly with the Government‟s 
intention to tackle MUP and Multiple unit selling, greater community 
involvement (and associated responsibility) in local licensing decisions is to 
be encouraged. The problems of alcohol harm are increasingly associated 
with cheap alcohol sold from off-licence premises, yet only one condition 
applies to the off trade. The proposal that Cumulative Impact Policies 
should apply to both on-trade and off-trade is strongly supported. 



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 conditions seen in hospital admissions and A&E 
departments 
• Under 18 admissions to hospital 
• Alcohol related conditions seen by local general practitioners 
• Statistics related to recorded assault with injury 
• Alcohol-related anti-social behaviour, crime and disorder statistics 



• Liver disease and alcohol related deaths 
• Domestic abuse 
 
However, there are some practical difficulties when using public health data. 
It is difficult to tie public health data to specific locations such as a licensed 
premise, particularly an off licence. Also, taking a small geographic area 
would fail to represent the scale of the problem being dealt with by the 
public services in that area. An alternative, and preferred option, is therefore 
for Public Health to be a licensing objective in its own right. 
Experience in Scotland suggests that public health data should be used to 
underpin over-provision policies covering entire local authority areas to 
ensure the overall availability of alcohol is taken into account. Furthermore, 
public health should be a consideration at the highest level in local 
authorities, playing a central role in planning and economic development. 
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): 
Health related harm should be taken into consideration by licensing 
authorities. The proposal to make this discretionary rather than obligatory is 
questioned. Rather it is proposed that all Cumulative Impact Statements 
should include an assessment by Health of the implications of granting or 
continuing to allow a license. The proposal to introduce a health related 
objective for licensing relating specifically to the cumulative impact is 
welcomed. As a responsible authority, it is very appropriate that Health 
should be able to both instigate and contribute to the review of a licence. 
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): 
Introducing a public health objective, particularly to support over-provision 
or saturation policies at a local level, would enable licensing decisions to be 
made taking into account the full impact of alcohol harm within the local 
council‟s boundaries. It would enable local authorities to control the 
availability of alcohol in their area – and thus impose some measure of 
control on the level of harm.  
Fewer premises within a particular area would reduce the need for 
competitive pricing. It would limit the availability of alcohol at a local level to 
young people. Sources such as A&E data can highlight the level of alcohol-
related assaults presenting at A&E, many of which are not reported to the 
police.  



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 

X     



qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

The provision should be available to both a 
specific list of premises and more widely to 

organisations meeting the prescribed definition of 
an ancillary seller, 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): 
The definition leaves scope for too wide an interpretation. The amount of 
alcohol supplied should be defined carefully, as the variation between a 
bottle of wine or champagne with a gift of flowers etc is significantly more 
than a small glass of alcohol as part of a tour. There should be a restriction 
on how „supplied as a part of a contract‟ is defined. For example, is the sale 
of a single rose one contract and could a dozen roses be treated as 12 
contracts by those seeking a loophole? Sales involving alcohol should be 
restricted to a specified time frame. 
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 X     



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

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation 
for premises making ancillary sales - an ASN - 

with no requirement for a personal licence holder 
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: 
It would be appropriate to consider a Cumulative Impact Statement for the 
area in which the ancillary seller would be trading. There should be an 
ability to revoke or remove an ancillary sales notice and to restrict hours of 
operation. A procedure similar to that for minor variations would appear to 
be an appropriate mechanism. Any de-regulation should be balanced 
against the risk of an increase in alcohol consumption and the likely impact 
on crime and disorder, particularly within the Night Time Economy. 
Licensing authorities should have the power to require a full license should 
problems arise as a result of a business‟s ancillary seller status.  
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. 



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. 
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. 
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. 
Bodies representing public sector professionals (eg Local Government 
Association, Institute of Licensing) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Bath and North East Somerset Alcohol Harm Reduction Steering Group 
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. 
30  
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. 
Views were obtained via the Steering Group meeting on 14th January 2012.  
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. 
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. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your 
views on why this might be in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
A minimum unit price of 50p would be have an even greater impact in terms 



of reducing hospital admissions. Research indicates that 50p minimum unit 
price would reduce consumption by 6.7% and admissions by 97,000 a year 
after 10 years in place. A 50p minimum unit price would also be in line with 
Scotland's level when that is introduced. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 



understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when 
considering a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
The end to multi buy promotions in the off trade will complement the 
introduction of a minimum unit price, increasing its efficacy and reducing 
health and social harms even further. 
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 - 

Dispensing Yes Yes Yes - 



alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
Yes Yes - - 

Age verification 
policy 

Yes - - Yes 

Mandatory 
provision of 

small measures 
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): 
The mandatory conditions need to be strengthened. We support the 
extension of irresponsible promotions to include discounted multibuy 
purchases in the on trade on the basis that there should be an end to any 
promotion or incentives to purchase and consume more alcohol than 
originally intended. 
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): 
Taking into account health harms when determining the density of licensed 
premises in an area is a welcome measure. However we think public health 
should be a licensing objective in its own right and not only linked to 
cumulative impact policies.  
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?  
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. 
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: 
We disagree with the premise that the Government should make it easier 
for any business to sell alcohol. The availability of alcohol must be tackled 
along side its' affordability to ensrue reduction in consumption and 
associated health harms.  
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. 
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 
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. 
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. 

  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: 
I not wish to receive &quot;spam or junk mails&quot; 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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?  
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. 
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   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of 
individual premises be increased?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you 
would prefer.   Please select one option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are 
exempt 

  X   

Determining that certain premises types are 
exempt in their local area 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally 
prescribed exemption from regulations for the provision of late night 
refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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



views to a maximum of 100 words). 
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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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. 
Public health body (eg Primary Care Trust, Local Health Board, Director of 
Public Health) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Lewisham Alcohol Delivery Group -Lewisham Council/Lewisham PCT 
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. 
25  
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. 
Discussion of the strategy at the Alcohol Delivery group meeting  
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. 
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. 
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): 
the minimum price per unit of 50p or more would be preferable as this was 



what the Sheffield University based their modelling and evidence on. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation 
each year 
Score 
0 

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



policy 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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could 
be tackled through a mandatory licensing condition?   Please select one 
option. 
No 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): 
joint strategic needs assessments; annual public health report; alcohol 
attributable hospital admissions, A & E data sharing on alcohol related 
violence  
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): 
to consider all alcohol-related health harms (including liver disease, alcohol-
related deaths or hospital admissions for example) when considering 
cumulative impact, in addition to evidence relating to the existing four 
licensing objectives. This would enable local areas to use CIPs to restrict 
the number of new premises selling alcohol, if there is evidence of 
significant local alcohol-related health problems. 
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): 
Taking account of the cumulative impact on health will lead to a proper 
assessment of the licensing applications and reduce the potential harm from 
the increasing number of applications to sell alcohol from outlets other than 
off licesnes, including beauty retail outlets. This will lead to a reduction in 
the supply 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. 
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. 
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 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. 

  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   X   



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 

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. 
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. 
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 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 Alcohol Industry will benefit from increased prices, and many are 
suspicious that the government is allowing brewers to profiteer from this 
proposal. If taxes were raised on the brewing industry to compensate for 
this, and the proceeds channelled into public health and drug rehabilitation, 
members of the public would be reassured. 
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. 
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. 
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 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
I am a Methodist Church Minister in north Wales 
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. 
Wales 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

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



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 
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 that the type of alcohol should also be taken into account in the 
setting of a minimum unit price for alcohol. For instance, if cider is seen as a 
particular problem then it should have a higher unit price. I also think that 
should there be a minimum unit price is introduced the total cost should 
counted - eg buy one get one free. For instance, if someone buys a bottle of 
wine with 10 units of alcohol for £4.50, an offer of buy one get one free 
would mean 20 unites being bought for £4.50 (22.5p per unit). The same is 
true also for any other alcohol product. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation 
each year 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 100 words): 
Supermarkets and local shopkeepers 
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 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing Yes Yes Yes Yes 



alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

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 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. 
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. 
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?  
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. 
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. 
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 
      

Remove or simplify requirements to renew   X   



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 X     



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). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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1. About you 0 
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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: 
Doctor treating patients with alcohol related liver disease 
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. 
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): 
50p minimum would reduce crime, illness and death more but have no 
significant impact on responsible 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): 
Impact on pub trade and responsible drinkers 
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): 
pub owners 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 



drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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



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). 
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 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
I want our communities to be better places to work 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest 
you represent?   Please select one option from the menu below. 
Local government (other) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Community 
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. 
Wales 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 



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



applications in a local newspaper 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions 
used in the impact assessments? If yes, please specify in the box below, 
clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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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: 
Health and well-being board, Bury 
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. 
10  
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. 
Through the alcohol strategy steering group and the Health and Well-being Board meeting  
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. 
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): 
Evidence strongly suggests setting the minimum unit price level at 50p (2009 prices) would achieve far better 
health and other outcomes than the proposed 45p model. There would be significant savings of lives, benefits 
for society and the wider economy as shown by Sheffield University in 2009. Should the Minimum Unit Price 
not be allowed by European law, a similar effect could be achieved through greater taxation on alcohol, 
although there would need to be a differential tax between on and off-licences to protect pubs etc. It will also 
be necessary to ban selling below cost price.  
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 will be additional resource implications for enforcement for Local Authorities. Increase in selling illicit 
alcohol and an increase in people who will be purchasing illicit alcohol which could lead to health issues. 
Pubs, bars and other on-trade premises would greatly benefit from a minimum price as it would reduce the 
differential in prices retailed in the on-trade and off trade. Minimum Unit Pricing‟s success should be 
measured against revised levels of inflation before it is implemented. The Scottish Government is proposing a 
Minimum Init Price of 50p creating a potentially servious cross-border issue if the price level is 45p in 
England. This may encourage people to cross the border to purchase and consume alcohol. The price level 
should be regularly revised to ensure that alcohol doesn‟t become more affordable. Additional money earned 
by retailers should be recouped by the Treasury and directed to local services which reduce alcohol harm.  
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): 
On trade will benefit making it a more level playing field, the off trade will benefit from an increase in pricing. 
Moderate drinkers on low income, e.g. pensioners. LA evidence is that children are also obtaining alcohol 
from home, parents may think about reducing the amount of spend on alcohol. Children and Young People 
would be better protected from alcohol harms by reducing access to pocket-money priced alcohol. Alcohol 
would be de-normalised for children. A reduction in alcohol related crime would reduce crime and the fear of 
crime. Frontline workers are likely to benefit from less drunken violence.  
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): 
All offers should be included if the intention is to control the supply of alcohol through price. The purchase of 
any goods should not be linked to the purchase of alcohol at a lower than normal sale price. Buying goods 
and getting alcohol discounted or free which would mean it fell below the Minimum Unit Price should be 
included. Multi-buy promotions in on-trade premises should be legislated consistently with those in off trade 
premises. There should be consistency of price per volume of a product regardless of the size or quantity of 
packaging that alcohol is sold in. Loyalty point schemes and money off coupons that are linked to alcohol 
should be classed as multi-buy promotions in this context. All discounted offers on the off-trade as these will 
still encourage people to buy more than they might ordinarily would. E.g. A bottle of wine that usually costs 
£10 discounted to £5 will encourage customers to get 2 for the price of one while they can. Only a proportion 
of customers would keep the money they save and spend it on other things.  
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): 
A ban on all promotions would be much simpler to implement and enforce. The table included the consultation 
document demonstrates the complexity in what is and what is not included in the ban. Enforcement officers 
would have to check the individual prices of products included in promotions to assess whether it is compliant 
or not. If there was a ban on all promotions that would be a lot easier to assess for enforcement and leave no 
room for retailer „confusion‟ and easier to implement. There would be a far greater impact of the multi-buy ban 
policy when enforced alongside a Minimum Unit Price of 50p (2009 prices). Marketing of alcohol should be 
legislated for ensuring that it does not contradict the intentions of the legislation. Multi-buy promotions 
encourage people to buy more alcohol than they intend resulting in easier access to alcohol in the home 
environment. A study conducted in the North East of England (North East Big Drink Debate) concluded that 
„extended licensing hours would increase the amount consumed‟. 32% of 18-24 year olds and 13% of 25-34 
year olds said they would drink more. Reducing access to alcohol for children and young people would reduce 
the amount that they drink and the associated harms. Reduced consumption would improve health 
inequalities as lower income groups are likely to spend a greater proportion of their expendable income on 
alcohol. Public Health Intelligence shows that in Bury, our more deprived wards have greater levels of alcohol 
related and alcohol specific hospital admissions.  
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 off-trade would be affected by having to remove the banned promotions and reconsider how to attract 
customers. On trade would benefit as people are less likely to pre-load on alcohol bought from off-licence 
premises. Young people will benefit from reduced access and availability of alcohol in the home environment. 
Some of these measures may only be effective alongside Minimum Unit Pricing. There would be an impact on 



police and management of the night time economy, if there was reduced potential or quantity of „pre-loading‟, 
especially in young people. Other public services such as the NHS, would benefit from less binge drinking and 
pre-loading, as there would be reduced levels of alcohol related harms, such as hospital admissions and 
crimes, including domestic abuse and sexual assault.  
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 No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes No 

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): 
The current guidance on what constitutes an irresponsible promotion is unclear and open to interpretation. 
More clarity is needed so that licensees and enforcement officers are clear on what is and is not allowed. 
Conditions should be clearly defined in order to make them easier to enforce. The „glamourisation‟ test for 
promotions should be banned, and once clearly defined, all irresponsible promotions should be banned. The 
„need to demonstrate a link with crime and disorder‟ clause relating to irresponsible promotions should be 
removed as it is too restrictive. The unit content of all drinks should be clearly visible at the point of sale so 
customers know what they are drinking. Age verification schemes should be a minimum „check 25‟. Licencees 
should ensure that staff are accredited to a national standard for the safe and responsible retailing of 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): 
There should be a mandatory condition to require all staff selling alcohol to undertake an accredited training 
course. All those responsible for selling alcohol should have a personal licence to instil the responsibility of 
selling a potentially dangerous substance. There should be no instances of children working in off-licences 
and being potentially intimidated to sell alcohol to other minors or irresponsibly. There should be a mandatory 
condition that restricts the selling of alcohol to those who are over 21 years of age. There should be till 
prompts to force an interaction to challenge ID- this already occurs at some self-service supermarket till 
points. A proportionate seating and standing ratio should be dictated by the capacity of the premises. Soft 
drinks should be priced more cheaply than alcoholic drinks so there is no price incentive to drink alcoholic 
drinks. Beer should be decanted from bottles at the bar, preferably into polycarbonate glasses to provide a 
safer drinking environment. Irresponsible drinks promotions should be clearly defined and banned. Offering 
shots of spirits away from the bar area should be banned. Drinking games should be banned. Promotional 
events such as „Ladies Nights‟ or organised bar crawls that encourage excessive consumption of alcohol 
should be banned.  
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
There should be as many or as few mandatory licensing conditions as deemed appropriate by the 
Government. Mandatory conditions should include extending the ban on irresponsible drinks promotions to 
cover off-trade licences premises to ensure consistency across on and off-trade premises. 
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): 
Accident and Emergency data,  
Ambulance data and data from paramedics 
Information from local GP‟s 
Urgent Care/ walk-in centre data 
Alcohol related and specific hospital admission data 
Alcohol related mortality (including suicides and self harm) 
Mental Health and well-being indices 



Foetal Alcohol Spectrum disorders data 
Trauma and Injury Intelligence Group data (TIIG) from the North West  
Domestic Abuse and Sexual Assault Data (possibly data from Sexual Assault Referral Centres) 
Demographic data including that derived from indices of multiple deprivation. 
 
If a Cumulative Impact Policy were introduced each application would need to be Judged on its own merits. 
Public Health should be a licensing objective in its own right and not tied to Cumulative Impact Policies.  
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): 
All responsible authorities should be able to object or request a licence review based on health data and the 
impact upon health harms. Public Health outcomes and the over-provision of premises selling alcohol should 
be considered across the authority, and as a minimum at ward level. The wider determinants of health such 
as poverty, housing employment and educational attainment should be considered against Cumulative Impact 
Policies.  
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): 
Health related issues in the area where the CIP is based. Health data can impact upon all policy areas and 
licensing objectives giving stronger evidence and improving the all round data picture in order to better inform 
decision making. 
Including health data in consideration of a Cumulative Impact Policy would enable would enable the 
establishment of links between alcohol and health harm at a local level. 
There will be a positive impact on people‟s mental health and well-being if alcohol-related crime levels are 
reduced, and therefore so is the fear of crime in the community. 
Where there is a saturation of licensed premises, competition will reduce the price of alcohol encouraging 
additional consumption. An authority-wide „over-provision policy‟ supported by public health evidence would 
lessen competition by price and therefore limit availability of alcohol to young people.  
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: 
There should be no deregulation in relation to alcohol. By giving a free mandate for certain businesses we will 
have no way of making sure they are providing alcohol in a sensible way. This proposal goes against the 
heightening of responsibility in terms of alcohol within the on and off-trade and the wider general public.  
Any sale of alcohol should be regulated. Therefore there are no types of premises for alcohol sales which 
should be unregulated. Unregulated alcohol sales would create a situation where the objectives of the 
Licensing Act 2003 would be unenforceable. 
The licensed sale of alcohol also protects and ensures a standard of „due diligence‟ is adhered to by people 
selling alcohol. 
This proposal would create a third tier of licensed premises as it would create a category outside Early 
Morning Restriction Orders/Late Night Levy and CIPs. This would create confusion for consumers and 
enforcement officers and lead to increased costs for public sector organisations dealing with the harmful 
effects of alcohol. 
This extra category of licensed premises could be contributing to the harm of excessive alcohol consumption 
but would not contribute to the costs, for example through a Late Night Levy being applied to licensed 
premises. 
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): 
There should be no exemptions. There is no mechanism to police businesses with „ancillary seller‟ status, and 
ensure that they retail alcohol responsibly. The scheme would also take the sale of alcohol out of the remit of 
the four objectives of the Licensing Act 2003 and the proposed objective of „Public Health‟ thus undermining 
the Licensing Act. The „ancillary sellers‟ of alcohol in the retail environment would not come under the same 
protection afforded by the Licensing Act or necessarily receive appropriate training therefore creating a three 
tier system which cannot be monitored, supported or enforced. In addition people purchasing from an 
„ancillary seller‟ need to understand they are purchasing from an unregulated „ancillary seller‟ and are 
therefore not necessarily making a reputable or safe purchase, for example safeguarding underage sales.  
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: 
Our consideration is in relation to the fragmentation of Licensing Act which would create a system open to 
abuse. 
There should be no deregulation or unregulated sales of alcohol. The excessive consumption of alcohol 
should be de-normalised through societal change. This would help to reduce consumption and increase the 
benefits to health and well-being. 
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). 
Accommodation that serves to a guest of a patron and premises that are just serving hot food and hot drinks 
(non-alcoholic).  
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.) 
Simplify the application forms in relation to regulated entertainment. 
Alcohol should be the first choice on the list not the last. 
There are other means of advertising such as on-line and therefore local newspapers should not necessarily 
need to be advertised in. 
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). 
The methodologies used to support the conclusions for the effectiveness of a 45p minimum unit price in 
section 5 of the consultation are not shown.  
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. 
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): 
The evidence produced by ScHARR indicated that a 50p minunum unit 



price would have much greater impact on risky drinking than the level 
proposed. With the effect of inflation since that modelling the equivalent 
would now, I understand, be 54p. However for simplicity and public 
acceptability I would support a 50p level now. 
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): 
Very cheap alcohol included in package offers such as 'meal deals' 
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): 
Young people who often get access to their parent's bulk-bought supplies of 
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 

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 
No 

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): 
Need tighter definitions so they can be better 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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
Offering shots of spirits away from the bar area should be banned as it will 
obviously encourage drunkenness Happy hours and „ladies nights‟ should 
be banned as they encourage excessive drinking Organised commercial 
pub crawls and drinking games should be banned as they encourage the 
consumption of excess alcohol in a short space of time 
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): 
Most alcohol is sold in off-licensed premises now, and this needs to be 
more striclty controlled through banning irresponsible promotions and 
tightening proof of age requirements 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for 
cumulative impact policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-
related health harms into consideration when making decisions about 
cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage problems 
linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a 
rebuttable presumption that all new licence applications and variations in 
that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority receives a 
relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative 
impact. However each application must still be considered on its own merits 
and the licensing authority may still grant the application if it is satisfied that 
the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are 
proposing that licensing authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-
related health harm into account in deciding whether to introduce a CIP and 
the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an 
obligation. We expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-
related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm from alcohol, will be most 
likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to 
local decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the 
number of licensed premises in the local area on the basis of robust local 
evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document 
and impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a 
licensing objective for cumulative impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for 
cumulative impact policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be 
used to support the introduction of a cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were 
possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Hospital and ambulance service data, and other measures of alcohol 
related illness.  
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): 
All responsbile authroties should be able to object on grounds of cumulative 



impact 
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): 
help prevent further growth in existing over-provision of off licenses  
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): 
I think businesses will find loopholes to avoid proper regulation, and this 
change will encourage more non-alcohol based businesses to supply 
alcohol, thereby increasing overall consumption which tends to lead to 
increased harm. It will be hard to define a reaonsable amount, as a bottle of 
wine delivered with flowers may be ok, but it would be excessive if 
consumed on the premises such as at a hairdressers. 
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: 
These measures will tend to increase overall alcohol consumption by 
intirducing alcohol in more of everyday situations. 
Hairdressers for example may often be providing the first of many drinks on 
a night out, as women often get their hair done before a big night out. 
Therefore this will increase overall consumption and drunkeness.  
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. 

  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 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Chiltern DC & South Bucks DC 
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. 
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. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The consultation aims to introduce policies primarily impacting on crime and disorder and antisocial behaviour 
in our streets but a ban on multi-buy promotions should also recognise the impact on the health effects of 
excessive alcohol consumption in the home and target those who secretly drink at home and who don't 
necessarily show in A&E stats or result in crime or ASB. However the impact of excessive drinking neverthe 
less has a significant impact on home life, child development, employment opportunities and future 
successes. 
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): 
A ban on multi-buy promotions should also recognise the impact on the health effects of excessive alcohol 
consumption in the home and target those who secretly drink at home and who don't necessarily show in A&E 
stats or result in crime or ASB. However the impact of excessive drinking neverthe less has a significant 
impact on home life, child development, employment opportunities and future successes. 
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 No No Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes 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. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Although the provision of free tap water and small measures provides an element of choice, the target 
demographic would not tend to make the more sensible choices and therefore crime & disorder and public 
nuisance are unlikely to be influenced. The wording of the 'irresponsible promotions' condition in the statute is 
ambiguous and difficult to enforce. It also places the prohibition of not carrying on irresponsible promotions on 
individual staff rather than the licence holder themselves. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The prohibition of multi-buy promotions in on-licensed premises needs to be explicit. 
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 needs to be a clear distinction between A&E/ambulance data relating to violence and injury i.e. public 
safety and health determinants. Any evidence for alcohol-related health harm would need to be clearly and 
specifically linked to a geographical area i.e. where the CIP relates to and clearly show that health is being 
compromised as a result of the CIP area. This will prove extremely difficult since postcode data will only 
identify where a person lives and not where they drink and vice versa.  
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): 
Although a laudable aim, it will prove extremely difficult to prove that a particular area is causing specific 
alcohol related harm. There are so many other external influences and factors contributing to alcohol harm 
that the evidence would not be, in my opinion, sufficiently robust to withstand scrutiny. The evidence for 
Buckinghamshire is that the overall levels of alcohol related harm are below the national average and 
therefore would suggest that there isn't a problem that would warrant a CIP on the basis of health. In my view, 
health should become a licensing objective in its own right in which case more general policies could be 
introduced, e.g. a restriction on the sale of super-strength beers etc.  
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): 
The enforcement by licensing authorities and implementation by businesses would be difficult in terms of 
proving that the qualification had been met or not and would create an additional burden. It is not clear what 
the evidence would be e.g. % sales, gross/net sales, time allocated to the activity. In any event, businesses 
would be required to maintain sufficient records to prove compliance and enforcement loopholes would be 
inevitable. 
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: 
The answers above very much depend upon the option chosen to define an ancillary sale. As mentioned 
above, to prove an ancillary sale there will be tendencey to increase the burden of businesses and licensing 
authorities.  
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 
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. 
Voluntary and community organisation 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Cambridge Cyrenians provides supported accommodation for 71 single, 
homeless men and women in Cambridge. This includes accommodation 
specifically for chronic alcoholics. 
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. 
110  
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. 
One to one consultation with Trustees, Staff and service users.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   
Please select one option from the menu below. 
East of England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 



Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your 
views on why this might be in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 



We think that 45p per unit is a good place to start. It would be appropriate to 
reevaluate the outcome after two or three years to assess the impact and 
decide if the level needs to increase or decrease significantly. 
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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when 
considering a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
However alcohol is offered it should be illegal for a retailer to transfer to a 
customer any alcohol for which the retailer has recieved less than 45p for 
every unit of alcohol exchanged. 
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 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
- - - - 

Age verification 
policy 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory 
provision of 

small measures 
- - - - 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to 
target irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs?   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could 
be tackled through a mandatory licensing condition?   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing 
conditions applying to the on-trade and only one of those to the off-trade, is 
appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for 
cumulative impact policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-
related health harms into consideration when making decisions about 
cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage problems 
linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a 
rebuttable presumption that all new licence applications and variations in 
that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority receives a 
relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative 
impact. However each application must still be considered on its own merits 



and the licensing authority may still grant the application if it is satisfied that 
the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are 
proposing that licensing authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-
related health harm into account in deciding whether to introduce a CIP and 
the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an 
obligation. We expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-
related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm from alcohol, will be most 
likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to 
local decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the 
number of licensed premises in the local area on the basis of robust local 
evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document 
and impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a 
licensing objective for cumulative impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for 
cumulative impact policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be 
used to support the introduction of a cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were 
possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Number of arrests, A&E admissions  
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. 
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. 
Bodies representing public sector professionals (eg Local Government 
Association, Institute of Licensing) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Bath and North East Somerset Joint Commissioning Group for Substance 
Misuse 
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. 
20  
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. 
The Consultation proposals were discussed at the last meeting of the JCG 
in December 2012  
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. 
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. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your 



views on why this might be in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
We feel a 50p minimum unit price would be even more proportionate than 
45p in achieving the overall aim of reducing significant harm from alcohol. 
Research suggests that a 50p minimum unit price will reduce consumption 
by 6.7% saving 97,000 hospital admissions per year after 10 years. If the 
minimum price was set at 50p this would also be consistent with the 
Scottish minimum unit price due to 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): 
Evidence from Canada shows that establishing a minimum unit price for 
alcohol does lead to a substantial reduction in consumption over time. The 
minimum price must be reviewed regularly to reflect affordability, retail 
prices and levels of alcohol related harm. 
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): 
It will benefit the families and children of high risk drinkers and it will 
contribute to reduction in under age drinking by making certain types of 
alcohol less affordable. It will also support the pub trade by reducing the 
difference in the price of alcohol between on and off trade. It will benefit 
front line workers who will have less crime, violence and harm to manage in 
their daily work. 
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 incentives to purchase or consume excessive levels of alcohol should 
be stopped. This would include multi buy promotions in the on trade, any 
promotions linked to vouchers or reward points and reductions/money off 
promotions for other services linked to alcohol sales. Supermarkets should 
not be allowed to use alcohol as a loss leader for other sales. 
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): 
A discount ban in the off trade will enhance the impact of a minimum unit 
price. The 2 policies together will reduce even further the social and health 
harms caused by alcohol misuse. 
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): 
Pubs and communities will benefit from a reduction in pre-loading 
behaviour. Young people will benefit due to restriction on access due to 
affordability. 
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): 
They need to be strengthened. Any promotion that encourages people to 
drink more alcohol than intended should be banned, including happy hours, 
soft drinks being more expensive than alcoholic drinks and price based 
promotions. Also 35ml measure should be withdrawn and only 25ml used. 
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): 
Pubs and clubs should use automated age verifier systems There should be 
mandatory training for people selling alcohol Lower strength beers need to 



be available and soft drinks need to priced lower than alcoholic drinks 
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): 
Off trade selling of alcohol currently dominates over on trade business. Pre 
loading leads to significant problems in communities and takes trade away 
from the on trade. Licensing conditions for the off trade should include 
banning irresponsible promotions and could include restriction on quantities 
sold/measures. 
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 hospital admissions, ED attendances, Ambulance data, 
crime data, domestic violence data, alcohol attributable deaths. 
We think that public health should be a licensing objective in its own right, 
not something tied to cumulative impact policies. This would be more 
effective way of embedding public health considerations into decision 
making.  
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): 
Public health data is more meaningful at a population/district level and trying 
to look at small areas will mean that the data may be easily dismissed. 
Population level data should be taken into consideration in terms of the 
impact across the whole area rather not just at at premises or small area 
level. 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-
related health harms when introducing a cumulative impact policy would 
have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your answer in the 
box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your 
views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There is a direct relationship between availability of alcohol and 
consumption levels. Health data can be used to support local authorities to 
take an holistic strategic view of their area in terms of saturation or over 
provision.  
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. 

  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   X   



and museums, providing alcohol alongside 
cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

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

  X   

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which 
such special provision could apply without impacting adversely on one or 
more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the box 
below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
We do not agree with any measures to reduce the requirements for any 
business to make it easier to sell alcohol. Increased availability of alcohol 
will only strengthen the culture of drinking as an every day activity. 
Increased availability leads to increased consumption.  
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 
      

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation       



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

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
Licensing authority officer 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Powys County 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. 
views are of officers rather than members  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   
Please select one option from the menu below. 
Wales 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
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. 
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 be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 



Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when 
considering a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Responsible drinkers who take advantage of buyining alcohol on a multi-buy 
offer but don't consume any more alcohol as a result of the offer, just put it 
away to take advantage of the saving. When buying alcohol for an event 
such as a wedding or party and taking advantage of bulk buying dicounts 
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 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping 
your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Conditions are not definintive and therefore un-enforceable 
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): 
conditions relating to refusals logs and staff training 
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 needs to be regulated by appropriate conditions too 
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 / Ambuslance Data - such as is being used in Cardiff  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy 
process would need to be amended to allow consideration of data on 
alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-
related health harms when introducing a cumulative impact policy would 
have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your answer in the 
box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your 
views to a maximum of 200 words): 
reduce alchol related injuries and violence  
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: 
Do not agree with ancillary sales notices, we have already in place a light 
touch TEN's system that will cover many of the above scenarios  
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: 
ASN's are a a light touch approach that could be open to abouse and 
present enforcement difficulties for LA's  
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). 
premises supplying hot drinks should be exempt - there only needs to be a 
requirement for hot food to be autorised in order to target the premises that 
have potnential to cause problems in relation to the licensing objectives  
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 

X     



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. 
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): 
A higher level - suggest move towards £1 (one pound) 
Score 
0 

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



No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 



on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when 
considering a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, helping people to 
be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol sales. 
  Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly 
affected by a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing 
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 

- - - - 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
- - - - 

Age verification 
policy 

- - - - 

Mandatory 
provision of 

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): 
Anyone with a licences should be responsible for ensuring that no customer 
has too much to drink, for refusing to sell to anyone underage or vulnerable 
to overuse, and should ensure that anyone who is the worse for wear on 
their premises is provided with safe transport home. 
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 
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 
 

 

  



 

Alcohol strategy consultation 

 
 

User Details - 5442264  
 

Date Started: 01/02/2013 16:49:27 Date Ended: 01/02/2013 17:23:52 

Time taken: 34 mins, 25 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. 
The country is dying from alcohol abuse direct and indirect damage 
something must be done to reduce alcohol consumption - the evidence 
suggest that increasing price and reuce availability wil beeeffective and 
save many lives  
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. 



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): 
NEEDS to be more of increase price at least to 50p 
Score 



0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 



at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Yes 

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



provision of 
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): 
need more pallatable cheap alcohol free drinks. Need to ban selling more 
alcohol to intoxicated people. Need an end to happy hours 
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): 
reduction in licensing hours 
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): 
just hospital staistics of liver related deaths  
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): 
massive morbidity and mortality seen in hospitals 
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): 
people would want more control on alcohol availabilty  
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. 
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   X   



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 X     



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). 
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 
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 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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 No Yes 

Dispensing 
alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
Don't know No Don't know Yes 

Age verification 
policy 

Yes Yes No Yes 

Mandatory 
provision of 

small measures 
No 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. 
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. 
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 X     



and museums, providing alcohol alongside 
cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

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

  X   

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which 
such special provision could apply without impacting adversely on one or 
more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the box 
below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on 
businesses where the sale of alcohol is only a small part of their business 
and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the 
effectiveness of enforcement.   Alternatively, a second option is to broaden 
the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or not for 
profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for 
example, to the effect that: alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part 
or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider service, andthe 
amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot 
exceed a prescribed amount Do you think that the qualification criteria 
proposed meet this aim?  
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

  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. 
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   X   



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 

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. 
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): 
I am opposed to the imposition of MUP at any level, because I consider it 
unfair that the majority who drink responsibly should be made to pay for a 
measure that may (or may not) reduce harmful drinking. I also view it as 
unreasonable that the trade should get a large windfall as a consequence of 



this proposal. 
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 the majority who drink sensibly. The Impact Assessment grossly 
underestimates this effect. 
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 consumers of 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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
Evidence other than the one questionable piece of research relied upon. 
Score 
0 

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



maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible drinkers who live on restricted budgets 
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): 
Ban &quot;happy hours&quot; outright 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could 
be tackled through a mandatory licensing condition?   Please select one 
option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
The requirement to clean up public spaces fouled by the behaviour of 
drinkers (e.g. vomiting in doorways/on pavements). Some areas in the the 
centre of Bristol are extremely unpleasant to visit on a Saturday or Sunday 
morning. 
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 oppose this on principle as it is not the role of Government to scrutinise 
legal private 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. 
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 think the evidence will tend to be subjective and unreliable.  
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 Government should avoid conveying the idea that consumption of 
alcohol is, or should be, an integral part of most social events. This goes 
against the grain of the overall policy to reduce alcohol consumption.  
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): 
Too many weasel words open to interpretation. Would favour more 
restricted types of definition, such as: (a) events similar to those taking 
place in private homes where alcohol would normally be consumed (e.g. a 
cultural event is similar to a private party) (b) events associated with the 
consumption of food 
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: 
Avoid conveying the impression that alcohol is an integral and necessary 
part of all social interaction. There is already too much of this.  
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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you 
would prefer.   Please select one option. 
15 
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   X   



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.) 
Removal of the requirement to advertise licensing applications in local 
newspapers should be linked to the mandatory provision of the same 
information in an alternative format (e.g. via an easily found web page 
linked to the Licensing Authority's home page).  
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been 
published alongside the full consultation document.   Do you think that the 
impact assessments related to the consultation provide an accurate 
representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select 
one option in each row. 



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions       

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact 

      

Ancillary sales of alcohol       

Temporary event notices       

Late night refreshment       

Removing the duty to advertise licence 
applications in a local newspaper 

      

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations       

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). 
There is excessive reliance on one study (the ScHARR model) in the IA on 
Minimum unit pricing. The overwhelming impression is that the IA has 
picked on a set of data which "proves" the Government's case.  
 
The data on consumption and effects on average consumer (£7 per annum) 
are complete nonsense. For information, I estimate that the effect of 
introduction of MUP on my costs will be at least £14 p.a. 
 
There is no discussion of the huge increase in profit for the licensed trade 
will receive as a consequence of introduction of MUP. The introduction of a 
specific tax, preferably hypothecated so that the income goes to the health 
services, local government, the police and schemes for combatting alcohol 
dependency, would be far preferable.  
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. 
Voluntary and community organisation 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
East Riding Alcohol Support Group 
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. 
28  
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. 
Canvassed at groups  
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. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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



No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
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): 
I represent groups of people who have problems with alcohol. Some are on 
benefits, and have children. These people will purchase alcohol whatever 
the cost, the type of alcohol they purchase, is likely to be most affected by 
the minimum price proposal. This will not deter problem drinkers from 
purchasing alcohol, they will do without food if neccessary or other items of 
life. The only way to sort out the U.K.'s alcohol problems out, is through self 
help groups like ours, we receive no funding whatsover. 
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 

No No Yes No 

Dispensing 
alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

- - - - 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
- - - - 



Age verification 
policy 

- - - - 

Mandatory 
provision of 

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): 
It's the culture of this country that needs changing, why people in th U.K. 
have such a desire to abuse alcohol. On the continenet they have relaxed 
licensing laws, but no where near the same mayhem on the streets that we 
do. Nanny state licensing rules will make no difference. Why penalise the 
majority of sensible people, cost jobs etc for a minority of idiots. If people 
are seen to be drunk in public they should be arrested charged and dealt 
with under the correct laws. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could 
be tackled through a mandatory licensing condition?   Please select one 
option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing 
conditions applying to the on-trade and only one of those to the off-trade, is 
appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for 
cumulative impact policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-
related health harms into consideration when making decisions about 
cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage problems 
linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a 
rebuttable presumption that all new licence applications and variations in 
that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority receives a 



relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative 
impact. However each application must still be considered on its own merits 
and the licensing authority may still grant the application if it is satisfied that 
the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are 
proposing that licensing authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-
related health harm into account in deciding whether to introduce a CIP and 
the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an 
obligation. We expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-
related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm from alcohol, will be most 
likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to 
local decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the 
number of licensed premises in the local area on the basis of robust local 
evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document 
and impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a 
licensing objective for cumulative impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for 
cumulative impact policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be 
used to support the introduction of a cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were 
possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy 
process would need to be amended to allow consideration of data on 
alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-
related health harms when introducing a cumulative impact policy would 
have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your answer in the 
box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your 
views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing 
authorities greater freedom to take decisions that reflect the needs of their 
local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 2011, 



three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of 
premises providing minimal alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) 
and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks for views on 
these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. 
The proposals set out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the 
Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove unnecessary red tape 
from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for 
reform is available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects 
covered in this section. They are: ancillary sales of alcoholoccasional 
provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the 
temporary event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, 
andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on business Do you want to answer 
questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of, or incidental to, their wider activities, and occurs 
alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse 
might wish to provide wine to its guests with an evening meal or a 
complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the 
burdens on ancillary sellers be limited to specific types of business, and/or 
be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one 
option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers 
were to include a list of certain types of business, do you think it should 
apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which 
such special provision could apply without impacting adversely on one or 
more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the box 
below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on 
businesses where the sale of alcohol is only a small part of their business 



and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the 
effectiveness of enforcement.   Alternatively, a second option is to broaden 
the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or not for 
profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for 
example, to the effect that: alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part 
or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider service, andthe 
amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot 
exceed a prescribed amount Do you think that the qualification criteria 
proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the 
burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more 
of the licensing objectives?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when 
taking forward proposals for a lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify 
in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow 
organisers of community events involving licensable activities to notify them 
through a locally determined notification process?   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have 
on organisers of community events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of 



individual premises be increased?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you 
would prefer.   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion 
around late night refreshment in each of the following ways?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally 
prescribed exemption from regulations for the provision of late night 
refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which 
you think a nationally prescribed exemption should apply (keeping your 
views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall 
burdens on business?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on 
one or more of the licensing objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one 
option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 



0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or 
processes under the  2003 Act could in your view be removed or simplified 
in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining the 
statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing 
authorities? (Please keep your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been 
published alongside the full consultation document.   Do you think that the 
impact assessments related to the consultation provide an accurate 
representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   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. 
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 this quasi tax will have no effect on problem drinkers who always 
seem to be able to find resources to obtain their alcohol no matter what so a 
minimum price would only affect those responsible members of society who 
enjoy a reasonable level of alcohol. 
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): 
This tax will affect poorer members of the electorate much more. &quot;only 
another&quot; £1 per week here added to another £1 on petrol, council tax , 
heating all adds up. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 100 words): 
The poorest members of society - I really don't think the people living in 
their ivory towers suggesting these measures have a clue about life. 
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. 
Voluntary and community organisation 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
LIVErNORTH 
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. 
2000  
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. 
facebook, twitter, newsletter and email  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   
Please select one option from the menu below. 
North East England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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



No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 



Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation 
each year 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
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): 
No one other than a licensee should be able to purchase more than a few 
units of alcohol. It is illegal to sell alcohol to a drunk. Presumably, it is 
therefore illegal to sell enough alcohol to make someone drunk unless they 
are a licenced retailer of alcohol. 
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): 
Mulit buy is a misnomer. A single bottle of 3 litres of strong cider is a multi 
buy. Limit the number of units one can buy at any one time. The same as 
analgesic tablets for instance. 
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 
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. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping 
your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Licensees ignore their responsibilities constantly and the police do little to 
enforce them. Make the police arrest landlords and vendors who sell alcohol 
to drunks. No-one is ever arrested for this crime and no licence, to the best 
of our knowledge has ever been revoked for this reason. 
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): 
Make a police visit to every licensed premises (everywhere that sells 
alcohol) mandatory every week. Force the police to do their job by statute - 
they won't do it any other way. 
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): 
All persons selling alcohol should do so under the same conditions. It is not 
ice cream it is a drug that can seriously damage your health and 
shopkeepers, fish and chip shop servers, checkout operators as well as 
licensees have to take responsibility. 
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 British Liver Trust as well as other Dept of health sources have 
published information on the growth of alcohol related liver disease since 
the changes in the licensing act.  
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): 
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): 
No one should ever be allowed to provide/sell an intoxicating amount of 
alcohol to any individual. This is a difficult area with racial differences in 
alcohol tollerance but 2 units would be a fair total as an arbitary figure. 
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 

X     



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: 
The licensee needs to undergo proper training and constant supervision to 
be able to control the sale of alcohol. He or she must be respected by 
society. It is already out of hand and the proposals will make it worse.  
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. 
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. 
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). 
You have failed to grasp the problem. The sale of alcohol to drunks. Making 
licencing easier is not the answer, supervising licesees better is. We are the 
only country in the world where you can drive to a garage and buy enough 
alcohol to make yourself drunk and (at certain times of the year) enough 



high explosives to blow yourself to smithereens. We are a laughing stock 
with our drunken obese people rolling around our city centres and A&E 
departments and you want to make it easier to sell alcohol! Wake up 
please.  
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 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): 
I do not agree in setting a price per unit is the answer. There are a lot of 
people dependent on alcohol, it has become a lifestyle, which will be hard to 
break. If you introduce price per unit these people will still need the alcohol, 
so could turn to crime to finance it, or take money out of the family income 



to pay for their addiction, this could lead to children being short of food, and 
could lead to an increase of more social problems and poverty . Sadly the 
need for the Food Banks already demonstrates we have problems with 
families unable to feed themselves. 
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): 
Instead of introducing a minimum unit price, which is unfair to responsible 
people. Introduce measures that makes the binge drinkers responsible for 
their actions. Implement charges for emergency service attendances, for 
their treatment/accommodation/meals, if admitted to hospital, if their 
admission is because of a self induced act, for example binge drinking. For 
those held in custody overnight, charge accommodation fees, transport cost 
and charge for food and drink. The Government should be aiming at 
restoring self respect in these offenders, not penalising the whole of society. 
Monies raised could be used in encouraging a lifestyle change to those with 
alcolhol related problems, encourage healthier living, also by way of outdoor 
activities, courses etc. The Government needs to make people responsible 
for their own actions. These self induced irresponsible acts, such as binge 
drinking, can detract services away from real emergencies. MAKE THE 
OFFENDERS RESPONSIBLE FOR THEIR ACTIONS / ENCOURAGE 
SELF RESPECT/ MAKE THEM PAY FOR THE SERVICES THAT 
ATTENDS THEM! SHAME THEM INTO CHANGING THEIR WAYS!! 
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): 
As I stated previously - crime will increase, those who have the addiction to 
alcohol will continue fund it in whatever way they can. It will put more 



pressure on families and create more social problems, as money will be 
channelled away from the food budgets to purchase alcohol. This will put 
more children 'at risk'..Social care is alreadystretched to its limits, the 
creation of further social problems will impact on already services already 
functioning under pressure. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
Introduce a limit as to how much alcohol can be purchased at one time, for 
example - as with pain killers. If people are having a function and require to 
buy in excess of the normal quantity, then a few extra trips to purchase, 
may reduce the amounts consumed. An alternative, is for outlets is to offer 
a 'functions service' which could offer delivery and returns policy. 
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 private functions, weddings etc, fund raising events etc, this is where a 
special 'functions service' as stated above could come into it's own. 
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 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. 
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): 
It is the off-trade which is causing a lot of the problems, it also affects local 
pubs because of the unfair in-balance, means a lot of public houses are 
going out of business, which impacts of local areas and its social well being. 
A pub was always a place to meet friends and socialise. Now the cheap 
booze is encouraging either street drinking or isolating folks to stay home 
and drink, which can lead to social problems within families. Pubs are 
governed by law, so therefore more controlled. 
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): 
By making people responsible for their self induced alcohol related health 
problems, by charging for emergency service attendance, treatment, 
accommodation, food. For police involvement and attendance, levy a 
charge for the Officers time, accommodation, food & Drink. If these charges 
are not paid, then make it a criminal offence - It needs a strict and rigid 
implementation.  
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): 
In my area - you do get the kids buying alcohol and also it being supplied by 
irresponsible parents. If using data for addressing these situations, use it - 
do these binge drinkers care about their actions and the impact it has on 
others, do they respect others, no!! So why should we protect these 
offenders,use the data as a means to an end... they are not considering 
their fellow men... and as previously stated, - make people responsible for 
their actions and if self induced - levy charges against them. This might just 
make the offenders think twice about their actions if they have to pay for 



their care. By introducing respect back into people lives, can only bring an 
improvement to most areas of our society.  
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 
      

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: 
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. 
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. 
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     X 



applications in local newspapers 

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: 
None 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, 
please write in the box below the number of members in your group or 
organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the 
box below keeping your response to 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): 
Zero. Nothing. NO MINIUM PRICE. Can I be any clearer? Putting this in 
place will increase the price of “cheap” alcohol to around the level that mass 



market premium brands are currently priced at, thereby lending to an 
increase across the board. Those who argue that this won‟t happen are 
either too blinkered by their own self importance to realise or simply lying. 
This policy will achieve NOTHING other than putting prices up - those who 
have an addiction will carry on drinking in the same way they do now, while 
those of us who simply like a nice drink at the end of a hard week but can‟t 
afford the increases will have yet another simple pleasure put beyond their 
reach by this idiotic policy. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
Putting this in place will increase the price of “cheap” alcohol to around the 
level that mass market premium brands are currently priced at, thereby 
lending to an increase across the board. Those who argue that this won‟t 
happen are either too blinkered by their own self importance to realise or 
simply lying. This idiotic policy should therefore be abandoned. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 100 words): 
Those of us working in the public sector who haven‟t had a cost of living rise 
for FOUR YEARS and will have yet another one of life‟s little pleasures put 
beyond our reach by this idiotic policy. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 100 words): 
None of them should be banned 
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): 
Putting this in place will increase the price of “cheap” alcohol to around the 
level that mass market premium brands are currently priced at, thereby 
lending to an increase across the board. Those who argue that this won‟t 
happen are either too blinkered by their own self importance to realise or 
simply lying. This idiotic policy should therefore be abandoned. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, helping people to 
be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol sales. 
  Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly 
affected by a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 100 words): 
Those of us working in the public sector who haven‟t had a cost of living rise 
for FOUR YEARS and will have yet another one of life‟s little pleasures put 
beyond our reach by this idiotic policy. 
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. 
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 X     



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 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping 
your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Community events like fete's should also be included 
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: 
Exempt community events like fetes too  
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. 
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 X     



exempt 

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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
Local government (other) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
I work as a doctor in the NHS 
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. 
Individual  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   
Please select one option from the menu below. 
South West England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

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



25-34 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your 
views on why this might be in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
A step in the right direction, though I would prefer to see the 50p MUP being 
proposed in Scotland. 



Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 



can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 100 words): 
This could be extended to include high calorie, high sugar, and high salt 
content foods 
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 

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. 
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): 
North West Public Health Observatory data on alcohol related hospital 
admissions/crime for each local authority  
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?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping 
your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Will increasing the availability of alcohol by selling through non traditional 
means have the effect of reducing alcohol consumption overall? No. Will it 
increase competition and reduce supermarket monopolies? I'm not sure it 
would do this either; it might just overall increase the sale of alcohol by 
making it more readily available and offered in locations where it has not 
been previously found. 
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: 
See previous attempts to reduce alcohol consumption through legislation. 
Making alcohol more readily available will not have any impact on alcohol 
consumption, and may actually increase it.  
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. 
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   X   



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. 
Small or medium sized enterprise involved in licensed trade/club premises 
(up to 50 employees) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
I run a Licensed guest house in the middle of a town. 
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. 
Wales 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

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



Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
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): 
Evidence to support the introduction of a minimum unit price is not 



conclusive as the only other country to have done so is not comparable. I do 
not agree that a minimum price will actually have the desired 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): 
Minimum price will not achieve the desired effect. 
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 of those who are dependent upon alcohol as the depended will end 
up spending more money on the addiction at the cost of care for the 
children they have. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 



a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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



A reduction in the alcohol being accessible to youths as a result of parents 
buying large volumes of alcohol which is then available around the home 
without control over access. 
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 
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. 
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): 
Level of social deprivation within the council boundaries.  
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 introduction of a CIP will not have the effect on the excessive 
consumption of alcohol that takes place in the home. The level of alcohol 



related illness is related to the volume of supermarket and large licensed 
premises in a location with large areas of social deprivation within the 
community. Limiting the licenses for small locations will add to the problem 
as it will drive consumption away from regulated premises and in to the 
home.  
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 - 

  X   



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: 
Small accommodation suppliers such as guest houses frequently have Bars 
installed that are restricted to sale to Residents of the premises only. The 
owner/ proprietor holding a personal license ensures that sales are made 
according to the licensing objective as it is wholly within the interest of the 
guest house owner to ensure that these are achieved. The need to also pay 
for a premises license is a burden on small businesses that it cannot afford 
as sales through these Bars are very small. Where there is no bar available 
guests will be forced to drink at locations within the community with risks to 
the licensing objectives.  
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 

X     



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.) 
Removing the need to annually pay for the premises license would help 
businesses without detrimental effect on the licensing objectives, however, 
removing the need to renew the personal license every ten years would 
lead to a drop in the knowledge of the personal license holder which would 
impact the achievement of the objectives. A new refresher course, smaller 
than the original personal license course would be a reduction in burden 
while still achieving the objectives and could even be done via an online 
application process.  
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: 
My privacy to my opinions 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest 
you represent?   Please select one option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
None 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, 
please write in the box below the number of members in your group or 
organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the 
box below keeping your response to 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. 
Wales 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 



Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   
Please select one option. 
65 and over 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
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): 
Offenders in alcohol related offences should be banned from public drinking 
places. or hevy fines and counselling imposed too. 
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): 
Low income groups, families and pensioners would suffer 
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): 
Anything that offsets, or overides the unit pricing strategy. 
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 
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): 
NHS A&E records should be formulated to suit the new policies and be 
available to licensing authorities by towns, or counties.  
Similarly police records of numbers of alcohol related incidents should be 
redesigned and available too.  
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): 
Licensing authorities might reduce the numbers of clubs located in one or 
two areas of towns and cities. 
Maybe this would make policing a town more difficult?  
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. 
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 basic premise of a night out being people going out already alcohol 



fueld is incorrect and the basis of predjudice. Any &quot;binge 
drinking&quot; is formed by a night after work which ends in 
&quot;shots&quot;. The figures used to justify this are questionable being 
formed of many estimates.  
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): 
Every member of the public who wants to sit at home and enjoy a drink will 
be detrimentally affected. This proposal simply increases the price of beer 
and wine and precludes all offers such as 2 for £10. This will make beer and 
wine more expensive and export more jobs to France. 
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 
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): 
How many jobs do you want to export to France? 
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 Yes Yes Yes Yes 



alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

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): 
Fixed question. The answer is that Mandatory provisions are too onerous 
and are used by pubs and clubs to unfairly disciminate against people. They 
define who looks 18 and they define their interpretation of the law not 
serving many people who should be served. 
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): 
Reduce the conditions on pubs. 
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): 
None. The current methods of evidence collect are biassed in that the 
assumptions for grossing up and the initial classification of alcohol related 
health are dependent on people classifying. This are inaccurate and pander 
to their own views.  
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): 
See above 



Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-
related health harms when introducing a cumulative impact policy would 
have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your answer in the 
box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your 
views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing 
authorities greater freedom to take decisions that reflect the needs of their 
local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 2011, 
three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of 
premises providing minimal alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) 
and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks for views on 
these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. 
The proposals set out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the 
Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove unnecessary red tape 
from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for 
reform is available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects 
covered in this section. They are: ancillary sales of alcoholoccasional 
provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the 
temporary event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, 
andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on business Do you want to answer 
questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of, or incidental to, their wider activities, and occurs 
alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse 
might wish to provide wine to its guests with an evening meal or a 
complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the 
burdens on ancillary sellers be limited to specific types of business, and/or 
be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one 
option in each row. 



  Yes  No  
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 current regulations are used extensively to prevent the enjoyment of 
alcohol at Theatres and charitable events. They should be scrapped.  



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. 
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: 
The addition of a "light touch" always involves more work to prove that a 
"light touch" is appropriate.  
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   X   



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). 
There are far too many assumptions in the figures and estimates within 
them.  
The figures have been produced to provide the "right" answer.  
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. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Guest House Owner 
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. 
Wales 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

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



35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No Response 



Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 



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): 
Single price of entry and drink as much as you like in clubs 
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): 
oer 21 only 
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. 
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): 
I have never seen a drunk person refused a drink except on TV 
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): 
Record the number of people refused a drink or asked to leave premises 
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 residents of an area should have a greater say in whether a license is 
granted or hours extended 
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 X     



part of the wider occasion 

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: 
Guest House's and Bed and Breakfast's where customers are staying the 
night  
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): 
If you sell a room for £40 and sell a bottle of Champaigne it may be more 
than the room cost 
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: 
Number of room is less than 10 this could be considered as not needing the 
present system  
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. 
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     X 



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). 
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: 
The proposed 45p a unit will effect the majority of well behaved drinkers not 
those causing problems on the street etc I believe this to be the case as:- 1. 
The majority are getting drunk before going out by sharing a bottle or two of 
cheap Vodka not wine etc which will be affected. 2. Alco pops are how the 
youth manage to drink so much and how they start drinking, it tastes like 
pop they drink it like pop, as does the above mentioned Vodka when 
downed with Pop! 3.The youths and people going out to drink in pubs etc at 
inflated prices will continue to do so, as they have disposable income! 4. 
Those who work hard all week for basic pay and have bills to pay, spend 
their time at home with the cheap beer and wine at the weekend as like me 
they can not afford to do anything else, the majority of the time, so my £3 
bottle of wine goes up to around £5.50 a big difference! 5. Those already 
paying middle to high rise prices will not be concerned and it will not stop 
those with dispensable income buying bottles of Vodka etc. 5. As usual this 
is being treated like it is just the poorer end of the public's problem but go to 
any high class bar, club etc and people are getting intoxicated there too! If 
the Government really want to stop this behavior which I am not sure they 
do eg. tax revenue:- take police away from paperwork, speed guns, traffic 
stops and put them outside the independent local shops were lots of these 
kids get the booze! Put the fines up for selling booze to under-aged or 
already intoxicated people. Look at education! Schools from very early age 



teach that smoking kills my daughter has been anti-smoking and hated the 
fact her Dad smoked and nagged him till he felt so guilty he gave up! A lot 
of the anti-social behavior is to do with culture! The T.V promotes people 
getting drunk &quot; The only way is Essex&quot; and the like, most of the 
time are showing people drinking , getting ready to go out with a drink, out 
with a drink, or fighting over words said in drink. Footballers being abusive 
are shown time and time again - if we had zero tolerance to this and did not 
show it on TV it would not seem so cool to be violent! Underage drinkers 
are getting into clubs and bars with false I.D use community policing on 
doors along with security to help most have I.D that does not even look like 
them! There are of course numerous problems with dealing with a certain 
part of the community and evidently this will have an effect on people not 
abusing alcohol, however that effect can be made and should be made to 
be as little as possible. Target that area of the community, start educating in 
schools, make parents more responsible for their children's actions, but do 
not put in a minimum unit price for alcohol as this will stop the normal 
working class person having a cheap bottle or two of wine of the weekend 
and I can guarantee will not stop the anti-social behavior or the alcoholics 
and abusers that cost the NHS so much! 
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): 
The price of alcohol is not the problem! This will not help whatever the price 
is set at! Look at more targeted strategies. Consult with door personnel, bar 
workers, shop owners (small and Large) parents, teachers and lecturers, 
The A.A, the community! I am sure that the majority of these will agree 
different measures are needed! 
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 majority of people who need to relax at the weekend with a cheap 
bottle of Vino etc and cannot afford to pay over the odds for the privilege! 
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 stated above the majority affected will be sensible drinkers who work 
hard and want a few drinks occasionally. Also places like The British legion 
clubs, community clubs that sell alcohol much cheaper than local 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 
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. 
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 

      

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 

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation 
for premises making ancillary sales - an ASN but 

retaining the need for a personal licence holder 
      

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation 
for premises making ancillary sales - an ASN - 

with no requirement for a personal licence holder 
    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. 
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. 
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 

    X 



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 
      

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 

      

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       

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 assessments are not targeted at the problem therefore give an 
unrealistic outcome!  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be 
treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
I am respondiing as an individual and would prefer my personal details to be 
kept private. 
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. 



55-64 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your 
views on why this might be in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
We can save more lives and improve the quality of people's health by 
adopting a HIGHER unit price. The university research which conclusively 



demonstrated the health effects was based on a unit price of 50pence. If we 
index link this to take account of the inflation during the time passed since 
the research, we would now set a unit price of 53 pence. This should be the 
level with index linking thereafter. 
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 health effects should be paramount 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. 
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): 
One hopes that this will damage those organisations (supermarkets, off 
licences) which profit by selling dangerouly low priced alcohol to vulnerable 
people. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 



multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when 
considering a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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



Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing 
conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 
2010, the government committed to review the impact of the current 
mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they 
are sufficiently targeting problems such as irresponsible promotions in pubs 
and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on whether these 
mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- 
and off-trade. This consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute 
to the government's understanding of how these mandatory conditions are 
perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in 
regulations in relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible 
promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one person directly into the 
mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to 
customersa requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the 
sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, anda requirement to make 
available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 
125ml glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation 
document. An explanation of each of these terms can be found on page 20 
of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want to 
answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing 
conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in 
promoting the licensing objectives? For more information on the licensing 
objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full consultation 
document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop 
down menu. 

  
Prevention 

of crime and 
disorder  

Public 
safety  

Prevention 
of public 
nuisance  

Protection 
of children 
from harm  



Irresponsible 
promotions 

- - - - 

Dispensing 
alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

- - - - 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification 
policy 

- - - - 

Mandatory 
provision of 

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 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. 
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): 
Reputable peer reviewed health research which has NOT been funded 
directly or indirectly by the alcohol lobby or the free-market lobby  
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   X   



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?  



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. 
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 
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   X   



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 X     



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). 
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. 
Police force 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Norfolk Constabulary 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, 
please write in the box below the number of members in your group or 
organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the 
box below keeping your response to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   
Please select one option from the menu below. 
East of England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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



No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a 
minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. This consultation will 
contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and the 
mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain 
effective. It is also an opportunity for interested parties to raise other issues 
around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to 
reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and 
harmful drinkers who tend to show a preference for the cheapest alcohol 
products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction in 
the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital 
admissions, alcohol-related deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum 
unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect responsible drinkers 
or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at 
very low or heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the 
definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is available in the full 
consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to 
answer questions on minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of 
alcohol. The government wants to ensure that the chosen price level is 
targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm. 
The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a 
recommended minimum unit price of 45p.   The government estimates a 
reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related 
hospital admissions and 714 fewer deaths per year after ten years.   Do you 
agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   Please 
select one option. 
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): 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; The 
introduction of a minimum unit price for alcohol of 45p is strongly supported. 



However, a level of 50p would be markedly more effective in reducing 
consumption and thus reducing alcohol related crime and disorder, saving 
the police service an estimated £49.6 m in the first year. Research 
(supported by BMA findings) has identified that a level of 50p would be 
needed to reduce the number of hazardous and harmful drinkers. A 50p per 
unit price would not affect the vast majority of drinks sold through on-licence 
premises although it would prevent irresponsible promotions. It is however, 
strongly believed that any cost increase would affect the quantity of alcohol 
bought cheaply at supermarkets for the purpose of pre-loading. It is difficult 
to imagine how further reductions in alcohol related violent crime, disorder 
and anti-social behaviour can be made should supermarkets continue to sell 
alcohol cheaply. Unfortunately, the commonly accepted myth is that a 
minimum price would hit the responsible drinker hard in the pocket. This is 
not the case with the weekly additional cost estimated to be 21p. A 
minimum price would target those drinks preferred by the heaviest drinkers 
and young people (with little available cash); largely ciders and own brand 
spirits.  
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): 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; The 
findings of research carried out by the University of Sheffield (updated 
January 2012) on a model based on the population of Scotland (4,523,448 
people over the age of 11 years) are important. In particular, in Scotland: • 
A 50p minimum price was expected to result in a reduction in consumption 
of 7.8%, a 45p minimum by 6% and a 40p minimum by 4.6% • Changes in 
pricing affect mostly harmful drinker, with hazardous drinkers somewhat 
affected and moderate drinkers affected very little. • Lower minimum price 
thresholds are associated with reductions in beer/cider and spirit 
consumption but increases in wine consumption due to switching. Wine 
consumption also starts to decrease at thresholds over 45p. • As minimum 
price threshold increases, alcohol-related hospital admissions and deaths 
are estimated to reduce. Within the research model a reduction of 5,100 
hospital admissions per annum was forecast for a 40p threshold compared 
with a 6,600 reduction for a 45p threshold and 8,600 for a 50p threshold. • A 
40p threshold was estimated to reduce crimes by 2,900 offences per annum 
whereas a 45p threshold would lead to a reduction of 3,600 and a 50p 
threshold by 4,700. • Drug use and risky alcohol consumption is associated 
with a greater likelihood of engaging in ASB for 10-16s and 17-25s, but with 
alcohol being the stronger factor in 10-16 year olds. 66% of 10-16 year olds 
who classed themselves as being drunk once a month had committed ASB 
in the previous 12 months (36% in the 17-25 category) – Home Office 



(2005) Young People, Crime and Anti-Social Behaviour: Findings from the 
2003 Crime and Justice Survey (2nd Edition).  
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): 
The on-trade hope that the introduction of MUP will cause less people to 
drink at home and instead go out to pubs, clubs and bars who have been, 
until now, unable to compete on price. This could lead to increased reports 
of alcohol related crime and disorder in night time economy areas if more 
people are consuming alcohol in public spaces. Whilst on-sales venues are 
controlled by the mandatory licensing conditions these are not making a 
significant impact on drinking behaviour. People still binge drink in pubs, 
clubs and bars. It is not restricted to pre-loading.  
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): 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; A ban 
should be imposed as part of an overall strategy which includes a minimum 
price per unit. If price reductions are used to promote sales, the minimum 
price per unit should be maintained. For example for offers allowing: • a 
multi-buy discount to be hidden in another offer (eg buy 3 cases of alcohol 
and get a £10 discount on food, petrol) • a discount on other items eg buy 2 
cases of beer get vodka half price. • a significant discount on case sales of 
a particular sized can/bottle over 4-packs of another size of the same 
product  
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): 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; 
Premises (in particular retail premises) with mixed use should be 
considered as there is a possibility of linking an on-sale with an off-sale. For 
example, wine is often used by retailers as part of a multi-buy on a range of 
products (eg dinner for two, inclding wine, for £10). Consideration should be 
given to restrictions on this type of offer which may be extended to include 
other drinks to increase customer footfall should minimum pricing per unit 
and a ban on multi-buys be introduced. Research by Sheffield University on 
behalf of the Scottish Government indicated that a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would increase the effectiveness of MUP. A coordinated 
approach should be used to address price and availability as well as 
availability and quality of alcohol-related hospital and community services. 
Reductions in consumption would improve the health of lower income 
groups amongst which alcohol related deaths are significantly higher. There 
are a number of disparate age verification schemes operated across the 
country. ACPO would welcome an agreed position on a framework of 
minimum standards for alcohol age verification schemes and a recognized 
pathway for potential scheme providers to seek and attain ACPO/Home 
Office approval.  
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): 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; A 
reduction in alcohol consumption will result in a corresponding reduction in 
the demand for resources provided by Health and the police. Ipswich has 
introduced a voluntary ban on the sale of super-strength beers, lager and 
cider which are popular with street drinkers and young people for pre-
loading binge drinking. Cheap super-strength alcohol is affordable for and 
attractive to underage drinkers and those with serious alcohol problems. 
Home Office Research (Alcohol, crime and disorder: a study of young adults 
– 2003) found that: …. much of the research evidence suggests that the 
„binge‟ drinking culture, mainly associated with young adults, is particularly 
linked with crime and disorder.  
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 Yes Yes Yes Yes 



alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

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): 
There is insufficient detail in the mandatory licensing conditions to 
effectively enforce what is and what is not an irresponsible promotion. Of 
course, there is some positive effect such as the removal of „all you can 
drink‟ type promotions but the main issue of low price points for on-sales still 
leads to rapid consumption and binge drinking. Whilst prices are still 
considerably higher than the equivalent off-sales price it is still considered 
cheap. If a premises decides to sell an alcoholic drink for 80p we still need 
to evidence how that is an irresponsible promotion by showing the link to 
crime and disorder, public nuisance etc. The issue comes when people visit 
a venue for a short time, consume numerous drinks in a short space of time 
and then move on. By the time the effect of the alcohol has effect they are 
somewhere else. It makes it very difficult to tie an irresponsible promotion to 
a 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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
Consideration of controls around smoking areas at the front of licensed 
premises which are often a flashpoint for crime and disorder and cause 
general public nuisance. Many venues do not have suitable smoking areas 
and, consequently, we have seen an increase in patrons smoking on the 



street. In an area of high saturation of pubs, clubs and bars (most City 
Centres) it is increasingly difficult to determine which premises should have 
been responsible for controlling patrons behaviour on the streets. 
Mandatory licensing conditions should include consideration of customer 
safety. This might include a requirement of door staff in (say) town centre 
locations and criteria for the training and accreditation of those staff. Door 
supervisors should be required to wear hi visibility fluorescent jackets as 
part of locally designated strategy to increase capable guardianship in the 
night time economy. This has been a proven deterrent at reducing alcohol 
related crime and disorder yet venues are reluctant to participate unless all 
other venues participate. There is a risk associated with alcohol fuelled 
football related violence. Local licensing allows conditions to be imposed on 
the sale of alcohol to mitigate these risks (eg no alcohol sales between 
12:00 -22:00 on match day Saturdays). Point of sale information on units of 
alcohol and recommended limits should be compulsory. Lower strength 
beers and wines should be promoted. Suzette Davenport, ACPO Roads 
Policing portfolio holder, has observed that any increase in the availability of 
alcohol at motorway and other service areas would send an inappropriate 
message about drink driving and could increase offending.  
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): 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; 
Although the broad balance is correct, particularly with the Government‟s 
intention to tackle MUP and Multiple unit selling, greater community 
involvement (and associated responsibility) in local licensing decisions is to 
be encouraged. The proposal that Cumulative Impact Policies should apply 
to both on-trade and off-trade is strongly supported, as is the decision to 
extend powers to make Early Morning Restrictions on the sale of alcohol 
and the removal of the vicinity test. The problems of alcohol harm are 
increasingly associated with cheap alcohol sold from off-licence premises, 
yet only one condition applies to the 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): 
 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; 
 
• Alcohol related conditions seen in hospital admissions and A&E 
departments 
• Under 18 admissions to hospital 
• Alcohol related conditions seen by local general practitioners 
• Statistics related to recorded assault with injury 
• Alcohol-related anti-social behaviour, crime and disorder statistics 
• Liver disease and alcohol related deaths 
• Domestic abuse 
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): 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; Health 
related harm should be taken into consideration by licensing authorities. 
The proposal to make this discretionary rather than obligatory is questioned. 
Rather it is proposed that all Cumulative Impact Statements should include 
an assessment by Health of the implications of granting or continuing to 
allow a license. The proposal to introduce a health related objective for 
licensing related specifically to the cumulative impact is welcomed. As a 
responsible authority, it is very appropriate that Health should be able to 
both instigate and contribute to the review of a licence. However, it still 
doubted how much of an input Health could have as a licensing objective in 
relation to an individual premises.  
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): 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; 
 
Introducing a public health objective, particularly to support over-provision 
or saturation policies at a local level, would enable licensing decisions to be 
made taking into account the full impact of alcohol harm within the local 
council‟s boundaries. It would enable local authorities to control the 
availability of alcohol in their area – and thus impose some measure of 
control on the level of harm. 
 
Fewer premises within a particular area would reduce the need for 
competitive pricing. It would limit the availability of alcohol at a local level to 
young people.  
 
A&E data would highlight the level of alcohol-related assaults reporting, 
many of which are not reported to the police.  
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: 
 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; 
 
The Government‟s work to reduce the burden of bureaucracy for 
responsible businesses should not allow the availability of alcohol to be 
increased. A baseline measure should therefore be established before any 
changes are made in order to monitor levels of bureaucracy and availability 
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): 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; The 
definition leaves scope for wide an interpretation. The amount of alcohol 
supplied should be defined carefully, as the variation between a bottle of 
wine or champagne with a gift of flowers etc is significantly more than a 
small glass of alcohol as part of a tour. There should be a restriction on how 
„supplied as a part of a contract‟ is defined. For example, is the sale of a 
single rose one contract and could a dozen roses be treated as 12 contracts 
by those seeking a loophole? Sales involving alcohol should be restricted to 
a specified time frame.  
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 X     



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: 
Norfolk Constabulary supports the ACPO position as detailed below; 
 
The objective of introducing lighter touch authorisation should be 
questioned. In a comparison of the harm caused by drug use, the final 
report of the UK Drugs Commission (October 2012) scores alcohol higher 
than any other drug considered. 
 
It would be appropriate to consider a Cumulative Impact Statement for the 
area in which the ancillary seller would be trading. 
 
There should be an ability to revoke or remove an ancillary sales notice and 
to restrict hours of operation.  
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   X   



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 

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 X     



personal licences under the 2003 Act 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or 
processes under the  2003 Act could in your view be removed or simplified 
in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining the 
statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing 
authorities? (Please keep your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been 
published alongside the full consultation document.   Do you think that the 
impact assessments related to the consultation provide an accurate 
representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   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. 
Voluntary and community organisation 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
The Canal Museum Trust 
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. 
50  
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. 
Informal feedback  
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. 
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. 
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 

  X   



sales they make 

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: 
We believe there is a strong case for museums to be allowed to sell small 
quantities of alcohol (wine and beer and other low-strength drinks, but not 
spirits) at events such as gallery and evening talks, private views, and 
similar special events where the alcoholic refreshments are not the main 
purpose of the occasion.  
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 aim of the new control mechanism should be to deregulate the sale of 
alcohol where the absolute quantity is very small. All businesses should be 
able to take advantage of the ancillary sales status where only a very small 
amount is involved and it is genuinely ancillary to the main business. 
Whether the sale is genuinely ancillary will be a matter for the courts to 
determine but as much guidance as possible will need to be included in the 
regulations that govern this. 
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: 
It is absolutely essential that options A and B are both implemented, i.e. that 
neither a premises licence nor the involvement of a personal licence holder 
should be required when an ASN is in effect. To retain either of these 
burdonsome requirements would completely negate the benefits of the 
deregulation proposals. Both involve significant cost and time for trainng, 
drawing up and submission of plans, applications etc and are unnecessary 
for small-scale ancillary sales.  
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. 
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). 
Premises where consumption is entirely contained within the premises. 
There is no justification for any form of regulation (other than food hygiene, 
which is a separate issue) of the hours of service for places selling for 
example tea and cofee and food but no alcohol.  
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 X     



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). 
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. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
The English Association of Self Catering Operators is the trade association 
that represents the providers of self-catering holiday accommodation in 
England. Our members are a mixture of holiday home agencies, individual 
owners/operators, and other associations representing local areas or 
specialist groups of accommodation providers. 
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. 
8000  
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. 
EASCO is governed by a representative committee elected by the members 
and the committee has determined the association's policies on this issue.  
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. 
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. 
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: 
EASCO believes that small-scale ancillary sales of alcohol should be 
completely deregulated i.e. that no restriction should apply nor any form of 



notice be necessary. The only requirements should be that the sale of 
alcohol is on a small scale and that it is ancillary to the main business of, in 
our case, accommodation provision. We would nonetheless welcome the 
introduction of ancillary status for small, low-risk businesses, as a step in 
the right deregulatory direction.  
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 proposal to deregulate ancillary sales is strongly supported. We favour 
a prescribed list of business types being allowed to sell alcohol as a part of 
the contract where it is genuinely ancillary. In the case of self catering 
holiday homes we suggest the definition be the same as that used in the tax 
system under the &quot;Furnished Holiday Letting Rules&quot;, which 
define a self-catering holiday home business. 
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: 
EASCO strongly believes that any continued requirement for a premises 
licence or for a personal licence holder to athorise each supply would 
completely undermine the benefits of the proposal. It would be quite absurd 
for a holiday cottage, at which one bottle of wine was included in a welcome 
pack once a week, to require a premises licence or for the owner to have to 
undergo training as a personal licence holder. If this were the case there 
would be no benefit from the deregulation initiative at all.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow 
organisers of community events involving licensable activities to notify them 
through a locally determined notification process?   Please select one 
option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     



Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of 
individual premises be increased?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you 
would prefer.   Please select one option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are 
exempt 

X     

Determining that certain premises types are 
exempt in their local area 

X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally 
prescribed exemption from regulations for the provision of late night 
refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

      

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). 
It is extremely difficult to accurately monetise this deregulation proposal. We 
believe that the reduction in regulation for the provision of small-scale 
alcohol in self-catering holiday homes will benefit England's tourism industry 
by allowing owners more flexibility in the sort of welcome packs that they 
provide and enhancing their tourism offer. Tourism is a major industry in 
England and this measure can only be beneficial with no potential 
disbenefits.  
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. 
Voluntary and community organisation 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Campaign for Real Ale, Bradford branch. 
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. 
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): 
The outlet. Supervised and controlled outlets, such as pubs, should be 
given special treatment, and allowed to be successful in containing stupid 
behaviour. Prices there are already far too high. Off-licences are 
uncontrolled (irrespective of what should be happening) and are where most 
pre-loading alcohol is bought. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 



price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when 
considering a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
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 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 
Don't know 

Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Age verification Don't know Don't Yes Don't know 



policy know 

Mandatory 
provision of 

small measures 
No No No 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. 
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): 
Again, more control is needed in unsupervised outlets. Pubs and such are 
being unfairly treated. 
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   X   



in their premises licence application that the 
requirement for a personal licence holder be 

removed 

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation 
for premises making ancillary sales - an ASN but 

retaining the need for a personal licence holder 
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. 
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       

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. 
Representing sdelf  
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. 
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): 
The evidence produced by Sheffield Uni in 2009 suggests the most effective 
price would be 70 pence. This would be politically and socially 
unacceptable, so having considered the impact of the difference between 
40 and 50p, I support 50 pence as a minimum. These calculations were 
based on 2009 prices, allowing for inflation this would suggest 54p. Similarly 



a 45p will not ahve the impact expected if this is based on 2009 calculations 
- 50p is therefore logical. 
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 needs to be a levelling of the playing field between on and off sales 
Need to consider inflation in future. There should be a single price ascross 
the UK, Scotland are proposing 50p 
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): 
Those most effected will be those who drink most, and haver the worst 
health and crime stats. The poorest in society drink the least, so this will not 
be as tax on the poor as the alcohol industry tries to suggest 
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): 
Buying another product and receiving free alcohol should be banned unless 
it is clearly demonstrated that the alcohol is costing 50p per unit. There 
should be no loyalty reward points available based on multiple alcohol sales 
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): 



Needs to be alongside 50p MUP Need strengthened enforcement to impose 
legislation 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 100 words): 
Pubs will benefit through fairer competition Public sector costs will benefit 
young people will benefit through reduced availability 
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 
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): 
All irresponsible promotions should be banned, by whatever means of 
irresponsibility Unit content should be clearly labelled at point of sale 
Serving staff should complete an alcohol serving certificate regularly  
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): 
Proportion of seated occupance should be mandated. Irresponsible 
promotions ban should be extended to off sales No glass bottles should 
cross the bar Organised Drinking games should be banned Selling of shots 
away from the bar should be banned 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing 
conditions applying to the on-trade and only one of those to the off-trade, is 
appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the 
best approach (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
There should be an equal approach. There needs to be an increase in off-
trade mandatory 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): 
JSNA, hospital data, GP data, Walk in centre data, domestic abuse data, 
FASD & child learning difficulty dara, ambulance data, A&E assault data  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy 
process would need to be amended to allow consideration of data on 
alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your 
views to a maximum of 200 words): 
All Responsible Authorities should be able to initiate a cumulative impact 
policy objection 
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 availability of alcohol to the vulnerable, young and other unsuitable 
groups (drunk) 
Reduce crime, reduce hospital admissions, decrease ambulance/A&E 
demand 
Improved mental and physical health, increasing productivity and life 
expectancy 
Maintain prices as excessive competition encourages low cost sales and 
non compliance with legislation e.g. serving underaged.  
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: 
All alcohol sales should be regulated, this would permit those least 
experienced in dealing with alcohol to sell it without any training or license - 
a very dangerous route. 
This could be a way around an EMRO or late night levy 
I really can't believe someone dreamt these up!  
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. 
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: 
Unable to answer this question as it appears to be misleading as answering 
infers support for introduction.  
Of course making the paperwork easier for the seller would reduce the 
burden, but it would be irresponsible and lead to an increased burden on 
those who pick up the pieces caused by normalisation of alcohol and its 
endless availability  
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 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. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
Leeds Area Quaker Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends (Quakers) 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, 
please write in the box below the number of members in your group or 
organisation. 
200  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the 
box below keeping your response to a maximum of 100 words. 
We held a Quaker Business Meeting on 09/12/12 to which all Quakers in 
Leeds were invited. The Minimum Pricing of Alcohol was discussed at this 
meeting.  
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. 
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. 
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): 
Cost of social care needs to be considered as it is considerable and needs 
to be recognised. The central Leeds Quaker Meeting House is located next 
the St.Anne's De-tox centre in Leeds which supports people in their 
attempts to overcome alcohol addiction. Also to be considered are the cost 
of policing and lost working days. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 



understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when 
considering a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
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 
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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. 
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): 
Minimum of 50p needed to have a significant impact 
Score 
0 

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



No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation 
each year 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
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. 
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. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
East Cheshire nhs trust 
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. 
1  
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. 
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): 
minimal price will affect great majority of alcoholics 
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. 
The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 
per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 



at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when 
considering a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, helping people to 
be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol sales. 
  Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly 
affected by a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing 
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 Yes Yes Yes Yes 



provision of 
small measures 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to 
target irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs?   Please select one 
option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could 
be tackled through a mandatory licensing condition?   Please select one 
option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing 
conditions applying to the on-trade and only one of those to the off-trade, is 
appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
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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Pages Total 

1. About you 0 
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4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 0 
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0 
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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 - 5436760  
 

Date Started: 31/01/2013 23:46:28 Date Ended: 04/02/2013 00:11:47 

Time taken: 72 hrs, 25 mins, 19 secs  IP Address: n/a 

Unique ID: n/a 
 

 

 

Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be 
treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest 
you represent?   Please select one option from the menu below. 
Voluntary and community organisation 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
The Alcohol Academy 
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. 
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. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your 
views on why this might be in the box below (keeping your views to a 
maximum of 200 words): 
A 50 pence MUP would be prefereable given: -Modelled impacts of a 50 
pence MUP by SCHARR (university of Sheffield) - Scotaland's intention of a 



50 pence MUP 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit 
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level 
over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of 
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible 
drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for 
alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy 
promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops and off-licences) as part of its wider 
strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would 
therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy 
promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for buying 
multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, making it 
cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase 
a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce 
consumption and tackle irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy 
promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of encouraging 
people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive 
drinking, so that they can make informed choices. The aim of this 
consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The 
types of promotion it is proposed that a ban would include, are: two for the 
price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and get 20 



per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single 
can of lager in the shopa case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price 
at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 where each bottle 
costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation 
document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions 
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 
off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving 
alcohol in the off-trade?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on 
multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when 
considering a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that 
encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, helping people to 
be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol sales. 
  Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly 
affected by a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing 
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 No 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
Yes Yes Yes No 

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): 
They do not seem to be widely known of 
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): 
Enforcemnt action for selling alcohol to intoxicated individuals 
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): 
Hospital admissions; ambulance call outs;  
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): 
Reduce the over supply of alcohol both on and off trade  
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. 
Public health body (eg Primary Care Trust, Local Health Board, Director of 
Public Health) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force 
you represent in the box below: 
York Hospital Alcohol Steering Group, York Teaching Hospital NHS 
Foundation Trust 
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. 
8  
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. 
E-mailed the main clinical contributors (gastroenterologists, liver specialists, 
alcohol nurse specialist, medical director) within the group re the document 
asking for responses. Additionally sent my own responses round the group 
asking for opinions and additional comments.  
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. 
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): 
There should be parity with Scotland and set the MUP level at 50p. 
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): 
Steps should be taken to counter the discounts which will be added in the 
large supermarkets to offset the increased price of alcohol. Eg if the price of 
vodka increases, a 2litre bottle of coke may be discounted in conjunction. 
Or free packets of crisps when buying a significant quantity of beer. It will 
still be an effective strategy in countering the overall drinking level of long 
term alcohol abusers, when they can no longer buy 2litre bottles of cider 
very cheaply. There may also be a modest reduction in the drinking habits 
of middle aged low level but persistent drinkes who store up harm for later 
in life. The younger, social binge drinker who tends to pre-load may offset 
the increased cost with other promotions, though we would hope to see an 
overall reduction in drinking levels. One point which should be addressed – 
it should never be cheaper to buy an alcoholic drink in a pub or club than a 
soft drink. When 2 vodka and cokes are cheaper than a small bottle of 
water, there is no incentive to buy the soft drink. 
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): 
We would hope that alcohol-related attendances to the Emergency 
Department would be reduced. Overall, in York Hospital, around 9% of all 
attendances are linked to alcohol. However, between the hours of 9pm and 



9am, this rises to 20%. Any reduction could significantly ease pressures on 
the department. Most responsible drinkers do not buy the cheapest forms of 
alcohol. They may slightly reduce their overall consumption however, with a 
positive impact on long term health. And in the elderly, incidence of falling 
may be lower too as alcohol is a significant risk with regards to falls and 
their related injuries.  
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): 
Within the off-trade, there will be attempts to circumvent the increased price 
of cheap alcohol by offering free bottles of soft drink or junk food when 
buying quantities of alcohol. There should be legislation to prevent this. 
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): 
As above, there should be a ban on linking alcohol promotions with “junk 
food” items e.g. crisps, sweets and fizzy drinks. 
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): 
Economically, this will hit the small, independent off-licence more. The large 
retailers will be able to absorb the likely reduction in sales revenue. Either 
the independent trader will branch out into other avenues, have more 
promotions on soft drinks/junk food, or will not survive. However, specialist 
wine merchants who may rely less on promotions anyway may be less 
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. 
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 Yes No No 

Dispensing 
alcohol directly 
into the mouth 

No Yes Yes No 

Mandatory 
provision of 

free tap water 
No Yes 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. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping 
your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
There is little awareness in the target population that tap water and small 
measures are easily available. (NB small measure = one unit) Make soft 
drinks cheaper than alcohol and promote the smaller measures as 
standard. If anything, the standard price could be the half pint and 125ml 
glass. A whole pint and 250ml glass could be sold at a premium. Or 
introduce 3 sizes of wine measure – small, medium and large. (All too often, 
small is 175ml). Preventing drinking games does little – social binge 
drinkers will simply invent their own.  
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): 
Because much of harm, crime, public disorder and harm to children is due 
to the level of drunkenness and therefore the volume consumed, the 
emphasis should be on reducing overall volume of alcohol consumed and 
increasing soft drink purchases. Therefore, when purchasing alcohol and 
mixer, the mixer should never be more expensive than the alcohol. 
Currently, if vodka is 60p and coke mixer £2, a double vodka and coke is 
only £3.20, but 2 vodka and cokes are £5.20. If there was a monetary 
incentive to buy to separate drinks, the dilutional effect is greater, the length 
of time of consumption is prolonged and because of the larger volume of 
liquid consumed, consumers may purchase fewer drinks overall. 
Additionally, all licensed premises should have a duty to encourage health 
promotion e.g. cups of tap water given to customers as they leave or 
displays of units consumed  
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): 
Alcohol is too readily available at all hours through the off-trade. The MUP 
will reduce consumption in both off and on-trade, but likely affect off-trade 
more. Pre-loading is an increasing problem, as is general heavy drinking at 
home, both on special occasions (national sporting events) and long term. 
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): 
Many Emergency Departments have set up anonymous information-sharing 
on assaults with local safety partnerships – a good measure of the 
immediate impact of alcohol and the night-time economy on injuries. This 
could be tracked to time of day and linked to alcohol usage as we have 
done in York. 
 
Alcohol-related admission data is available from hospital trusts now. Many 
Emergency Departments have alcohol policies – York is currently doing 
work on tracking and accurately measuring alcohol-related attendances – 
these make up 9% of all patients overall, but between 9pm and 9am, this 
increases to 20%. 
 
Additionally, there is GP population data on alcohol use. And ambulance 
call out rates to either specific licensed properties, or the areas where 
several properties operate. 
 
This can also be reviewed further down the line to assess the impact of the 
CIP. 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy 
process would need to be amended to allow consideration of data on 
alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your 
views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There should be an option of contacting local Emergency Departments and 
accessing HES data when deciding on levels of licensed premises in a 
given area. Data has to be robust if health is to be used in deciding 
applications, or negative decisions will be easy to overturn. However, 
assault and ED attendance data could be taken into consideration. If it was 
determined that an establishment was a source of alcohol-related health 
harm on a consistent basis, or that too many premises were present in an 
area, certain conditions could be imposed to minimise the health impact. Eg 
more seating and tables, better lighting, increased staff, cups of water 
handed out both in the establishment and as people are leaving.  
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 have access to assault levels attending the Emergency Department 



plus accurate data on alcohol-related attendance from 2011. There is also 
work on frequent attenders with chronic alcohol problems, although this 
cannot be tied to specific areas. 
 
Crime and disorder is more easily measured and localised to specific areas. 
 
York already has a Cumulative Impact Zone and license applications have 
Emergency Department assault data taken into account. However, there is 
a proposal to extend the zone to cover known problematic premises. 
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 

  X   



retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation 
for premises making ancillary sales - an ASN - 

with no requirement for a personal licence holder 
  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: 
A maximum quantity must be clearly stated and ancillary sale well defined. 
There should be clear recording of any problems as a result of individual 
decisions e.g. should disorder occur at a premises where an ancillary sale 
had been allowed, future authorisation could be denied. There has to be 
comprehensive record keeping.  
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. 
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). 
Work-related premises e.g. hospitals, supplying food to staff only  
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.) 
A favourable impact on business should NOT be the concern here – the 
previous section detailing the removal of a refreshment license at MSAs 
because of lack of alcohol sales is completely negated if alcohol can then 
be purchased. Alcohol is far too readily available – these proposals are 
madness. 
 
Not everyone affected by a license accesses information online or can 
easily see an application. Elderly residents in an area, who would be 
affected by noise levels, may rely on the local newspaper. 
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). 
Minimum unit pricing page 5 - NHS costs, and Health as licensing objective 
page 4 - alcohol related harm and admissions: 
Both of these documents look at alcohol-related admissions, but neither 
mention alcohol-related attendance to the Emergency Department. In York 
Hospital, an audit of frequent attenders (defined as 10 or more attendances 
between March 2010 and 2011) showed 47% were due to long-term alcohol 
problems. Only 22% were admitted, but these patients had a higher 
tendancy than other frequent attenders towards violence and housing 
problems. Another piece of work looking at accurate measurement of 
alcohol-related attendance over one week per quarter of 2011 (currently 
analysing data from nearly 6000 attendances) is showing an overall alcohol-
related attendance level of 9% of patients, which rises to nearly 20% 
between 21:00 and 09:00. In other words, these patients form a significant 
part of the workload in an acute care setting, especially out of hours, which 
is incredibly difficult to measure, but substantial and important. There is no 
doubt that increasing the minimum unit price of alcohol will reduce 
consumption across the board, but we need to look at more than just 
alcohol-related admissions. This misses a huge part of the overall picture. 
How it can be measured in individual departments at a national level though 
is a huge problem.  
Page Score 
0 
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