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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:
Halton LINk

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.

1146

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

We have an elected Board of members representing both individuals and organisations. Due to time
restraints, we held a small focus group with Board reps who work with vulnerable people.

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

Score
0

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

No



o)

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

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):
promotions & discounts by retailers and licensees

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):

Health of general public. However, initial benchmarking then further reviews and research needed to see if
ban has been effective. Other evidence to be considered - extensive research on other promotions that would
not be banned under this legislation as retailers/licensees could find 'loopholes.'

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



o)

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):

Because they are not enforced! There is local anecdotal evidence that age verification is being flouted both by
consumers and retailers/licensees.

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 policy & procedures for retailers/licensees to have a 'duty of care' to the consumer (e.g. stop
serving someone who is clearly drunk & incapable) with effective deterrant penalties rigorously implemented.
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):

Because breaches carried out by licensees or retqilers is not enforced. More stringent penalties need to be
implemented to encourage compliance.

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):

Consider: statistics on diseases/conditions such as liver, cancers, dementia, Korsakoffs etc... in local
population;

impacts on people's lifestyles e.g. domestic violence, family breakdowns, truancy, public disorder etc..
statistics re drink driving, alcohol related hopsital 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.

Yes

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

Power should not be discretionary but should be 'a duty' Sub-group of Health & Wellbeing Board should
contribute to decision making panel for licensed 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):

Would help to make informed decisions by the licensing authority.
Positive impact on local residents' health and feelings of security.



Minimise family breakdowns.
Negative impact could be possible adverse effects on local licensed premises, but we feel this is a price worth

paying.

Page Score
0

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses

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

Yes
Score
0

Page Score
0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

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

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

qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller

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

Score
0

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



Don't

Yes | No
know
Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as X
part of the contract
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers
Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing X

alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket

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

Score
0

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

It should only apply to businesses whose end product is alcohol (e.g. a trip round a distillery with a 'free
sample' - the same as a trip round a chocolate factory.
+ option 'E' above (charitable events providing alcohol as part of a wider 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?

Don't know
Score
0

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

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

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



Don't

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

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

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making
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:

Still need a personal licence holder to ensure someone is 'responsible’ in law.

Page Score
0

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses

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

Yes
Score
0

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community
events? Please select one option in each row.
Yes | No | Don't know
Reduce the burden | X

Increase the burden

Score
0

Page Score
0

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses

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

Don't know



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

No Response

Score

0

Page Score
0

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses

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

Yes | No | Don't know

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt

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

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X

RPamanwva tha rantrallv imnnead nrahihitinn An tha cala Af alrnhnl at MQAc far




the on and off-trade

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but

only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges &
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

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

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

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

Yes No 2t
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers | X
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for X
the on and off-trade
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 X
Act
Score
0

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

No Response

Page Score
0



Page 16: Impact assessments

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

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).

The questions & impact assessments are not user friendly.
Where is the easy to read version?

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:

Wiltshire Council Licensing Authority

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.

98

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.

Canvased opinion through the Licensing Committee

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):

50p per unit is preferred, brings it into line with Scotland.Evidence also that
a MUP would encourage producers to reduce the strenght of products.lt is



estimated that a MUP of 50p would reduce the cost of alcohol related
problems by £9.7bn. Evidence in Canada to show a 10% increase in
minimum price across all alcohol products associated with a 8.4% reduction
in total consumption.l ncreasing levels of minimum pricing show steep
increases in effectiveness i.e. MUP of 45p would result in -3.5%
consumption, 50p MUP reduction of5.7% consumption.

Score

0

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

No

Score

0

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

The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation
each year

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible
drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations

or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for
alcohol? Please select one option.

Yes

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

The trade i.e. may lead to the production of lower strenght products.
Increased economic strains upon lower socio-economic groups. Numbers of
thefts of alcohol from retail outlets in the form of walk-offs may increase. A
more holistic approach to alcohol pricing may be appropriate by also
increasing the rate of VAT on the off sales of alcohol and using the revenue
to provide support services in the communities.

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 discounted alcohol sales should be banned to the level of any imposed
MUP.

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 banning of some multi buy promotions whist allowing other discounting

is too complicated. If there is room for doubt who is going to interpret the

law and enforce it. It would add to Local Authority costs and lead to another

ineffective measure. Restricting availablity and supply in what ever format

should reduce overall alcohol consumption.

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that

encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, helping people to

be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol sales.
Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly

affected by a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a

maximum of 100 words):

A ban on multi-buy promotions should have a positive impact on young

people who may be less likley to buy large quantities 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 Public Prevention Protection
of crime and of public of children
. safety h
disorder nuisance from harm
Irrespons_.lble Yes Yes Yes Yes
promotions
Dispensing
alcohol directly Yes Yes Yes Yes
into the mouth
Mandatory
provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
free tap water
Age verlflcatl_on Yes Yes Yes Yes
policy
Mandatory
provision of No No No No
small measures
Score
0

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

Yes

Score

0

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

Yes



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

Removal of glass vessles from on-premises Provision and retention of
training records in respect of responsible alcohol sales.

Score

0

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

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):

Ambulance Service data, Police violent crime statistics (alcohol related
assult and domestic abuse data) Hospital Episode statistics, Probation
offender data from OAS’s assessment information, A&E and Minor Injury
Unit data via Cardiff Model processes.

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):

Alcohol related health impact data must be made more readily accessible to
the Licensing Authority and more importance must be placed on the capture
of data for it to have any meaningful impact on the licensing process.

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 use of data on alcohol-trelated health harms could be used to support
data on crime and disorder incidents in a particular area.Similarly, when
introducing or evidencing the need for a CIP, inclusion of Hospital A+E and
Minor Injury Unit data targeted at a particular area, can also contribute to
reductions in levels of crime and disorder.

In Wiltshire between 2010-11, there was a 21% reduction in alcohol related
violent crime and disorder as part of the work of the Licensing Tasking
Group a “tactical assessment’ approach is taken where combinde
intelligence and statistical informtion from various agencies is used to
identify and tackle the top three problem premises across Wiltshire.

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 (TENSs)
and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks for views on
these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business.
The proposals set out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the



Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove unnecessary red tape
from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for
reform is available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects
covered in this section. They are: ancillary sales of alcoholoccasional
provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the
temporary event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment,
andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on business Do you want to answer
questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

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

Don't

Yes No
know

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

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

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

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.



Don't

Yes No
know
Accommodation providers, providing alcohol X
alongside accommodation as part of the contract
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol X
alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the X

purchase of flowers

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

Score

0

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

Care/Residential Homes

Bridal shops

Wedding car businesses

School fetes/quizzes

Circus

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

Yes

Score

0

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



Don't

Yes No
know

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

removed

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

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

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

Don't

Yes No
know

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

removed

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

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:

Part of the Ancillary Sales Notice application process should include a
declaration that the applicant is over 18 years of age.

They should also include a declaration that a proof of age scheme will be in
place before any sale of alcohol took place.

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 2L
know
Determining that premises in certain areas are X
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.

Yes No DI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew X
personal licences under the 2003 Act
Score
0
Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall
burdens on business? Please select one option in each row.
Yes No DL
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the X

sale of alcohol at MSAs for the on and off-trade

Pamanvwva tha rantrallvi imnancecad nrahihitinn an tha Y



sale of alcohol at MSAs, but only in respect of
overnight accommodation - lodges

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

Score

0

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

Yes No DI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges

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

Score

0

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

Section 176 as it relates to Garages not (MSAs)

Removal of the limit on the number of YEN's that a Personal License
Holder can apply for, keep the limit for individual premiese in any 12 month
period.

As there is no central National register it is impossible for Local Authorities
to know how many TEN's a Personal License Holder has applied for so why
keep it?

Reduce the length and complexity of the TEN's application form,allow N/A
boxes.

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 E::“t’
Minimum unit pricing
Multi-buy promotions
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative X

impact

Ancillary sales of alcohol | X
Temporary event notices
Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence
applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

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).

Yes,

Temporary Event Notices (TENs): Reducing the burdens of the Licensing
Act 2003 Page two; we disagree with the assumption that there would be no
cost to business or community groups. At the moment the legislation is
clear, however, if you introduce 68 different local systems across the
Counctry, confusion is possible and businesses will have the cost of

contacting different local authorities to see what their local rules are.
Page Score
0

Scoring Summary
Pages Total

1. About you 0



2. A minimum unit price for alcohol
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Page 1: About you

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

No Response

Score

0

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

No Response

Score

0

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

No Response

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

No Response

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

No Response

Score

0

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

Male

Score

0

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

55-64

Score

0



Page Score
0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

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

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

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

No

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):

Scotland has opted for 50p. What is the justification for setting a lower price
level for England? Since prices (particularly pub prices) are generally higher
in England, surely a higher minimum price level is required if pubs are to
survive.

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 need to ensure the survival of public houses as centres where alcohol
can be enjoyed in a civilised and controlled environment.

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.
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 (TENSs)
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 E::“t’
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
Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence
applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences

Score

0

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

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary

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

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions

8. Health as a licensing objective for 0
cumulative impact policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for 0

cumulative impact policies



10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.

Freeing up responsible businesses
Freeing up responsible businesses
Freeing up responsible businesses
Freeing up responsible businesses
Freeing up responsible businesses
Freeing up responsible businesses

Impact assessments

Total Survey Score:

o O oo oo o o
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Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

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

No Response

Score

0

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

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

Islington Council

Score

0

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

No Response

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

No Response

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

London

Score

0

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

Prefer not to say

Score

0

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



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 support the introduction of MUP as evidence shows that an effective
MUP is one of the most effective ways of reducing alcohol consumption. We



believe however that this value is too low. The MU should be set at 50p or
higher. Using 50p would give consistency with Scotland and is more likely to
discourage purchases.

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 frequent review of the MUP in order to continue its
effectiveness and not make it more affordable over time. Adjusting in line
with inflation alone may not be sensitive enough to deal with affordability.
Suggestions of measures that could be used are the Real Households
Disposable Income Index (RHDI) or the Alcohol Affordability Index as used
in the Statistics on Alcohol Series. As there will be a delay between the
consultation and the introduction of the MUP, the value may need
adjustment to capture affordability at the point of introduction.

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):

Underage drinkers have limited funds and are sensitive to price. A sensible
MUP may act as a good deterrent. It may also impact positively on the ‘pre-
loading’ (consuming cheaper drink at home or on the way to a venue) that
we see if the price differential between on and off sales decreases.

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):

It makes no sense to ban some and not others where alcohol could
continue to be sold at a reduced price i.e. allowing it to be sold at half price
is exactly the same cost as two for the price of one and yet it would be
allowed. It could be argued that half price is more affordable and could be



used more frequently. Allowing some promotions would be confusing for

smaller retailers and lead to the need for more support and regulation to

ensure that the provisions are complied with.

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):

Any discounting will encourage purchase and therefore for this area of

control to be effective, it should all be prohibited or capped at a very low

level. Greater consideration needs to be given to prohibiting discounting on

mid range drinks such as wine, beer, sherry and alcopops. Any discounting

or promotion makes alcohol more affordable and can encourage underage

drinking and in reality, there is no difference between ‘buy one, get on free’

and offering goods at half price. Offering half price may even be more

attractive to price-sensitive drinkers such as underage / young people. The

MUP also needs to stay in place regardless of the offer. The means and

cost of enforcing any regulations in local authorities will need to be

addressed. In our authority, where we have large numbers of outlets, this

could not be achieved from within budget or fees currently collected from

licensed premises.

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):

There would be positive impacts on all purchasers who are price sensitive.

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 Public Prevention Protection
of crime and of public of children
. safety h
disorder nuisance from harm
Irrespons_lble Yes Yes Yes Yes
promotions
Dispensing
alcohol directly Yes Yes Yes Yes
into the mouth
Mandatory
provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
free tap water
Age verification Yes Yes Yes Yes

policy



Mandatory
provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
small measures

Score

0

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

No

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

A MUP and controls on promotions as proposed for off sales should be
applied to on-premises as well as off.

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

If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the
best approach (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):
Providing effective MUP and promotion controls are introduced.

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):

We believe it is essential that a wider range of health data be taken into
account as part of licensing decisions. Locally, public heath are using the
powers of being a Responsible Authority however we feel the impact this
can make is limited and that having health as an objective would enable us
to give health the wider consideration it deserves.

In terms of evidence we would like to use within cumulative impact policy,
this should include

» alcohol specific and attributable admissions

» ambulance call-outs for alcohol related incidents

» A&E data

* Local data on alcohol-related ill health and deaths

* Input from other health providers and organisations such as treatment
agencies, GPs, Mental Health Trust.

* Evidence on links between density of provision and health impacts.

We would also like more explicit national guidance around how acute health
data can be used within the current licensing framework. We believe that
the public safety objective should encompass the wider issues around
intoxication, including the risks of being a victim, and that data such as
ambulance call-outs, alcohol-specific hospital admissions and data from
accident and emergency departments could be used effectively in



representations from health. There is no real guidance at present leaving all
decisions open to challenge. Being able to consider health would be very
beneficial as the detrimental effects of alcohol on our population are of
serious concern.

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

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

It would fit well and will allow the consideration of points often made by local
residents regarding density of provision and linkages to health. If we were to
use health data in declaring areas of cumulative impact, they would be very
consistent with those selected already using existing processes.

Score

0

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

Local health data shows clear links between the level of provision of
licensed premises and alcohol-related injury, ill health and deaths. It would
allow the introduction of a wider range of evidence and give added weight to
health objections, supporting the position of rebuttal in our Cl areas. This is
particularly important for off licences, where we have seen a massive
growth in numbers and evidence shows that alcohol-related harm is higher
in areas where their density is greater.

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 (TENSs)
and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks for views on
these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business.
The proposals set out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the
Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove unnecessary red tape
from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for
reform is available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects
covered in this section. They are: ancillary sales of alcoholoccasional



provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the
temporary event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment,
andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on business Do you want to answer
questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

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

Don't

Yes No
know

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

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

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

Score

0

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

Don't

Yes No
know

Arcnammandatinn nravidare nravidinna alenhanl Y



alongside accommodation as part of the contract

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol

alongside a hair or beauty treatment 4

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the
purchase of flowers

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

Score

0

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

No Response

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

Yes

Score

0

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

Don't

Yes  No
know

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

removed



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

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

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

Don't

Yes  No
know

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

removed

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

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:

A less onerous process is welcome however the definition of ancillary sales
will need to be tight to avoid less responsible businesses using this as a
means of trying to avoid licensing.

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 2L
know
Determining that premises in certain areas are X
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.

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 DI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges

Remove or simplify requirements to renew
personal licences under the 2003 Act
Score
0
Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall
burdens on business? Please select one option in each row.

Yes No DX
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges

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

Score

0

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



Don't

Yes No
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges

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

Score

0

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

No Response

Page Score

0

Page 16: Impact assessments

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

Yes No Eon :
now
Minimum unit pricing
Multi-buy promotions
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative X
impact
Ancillary sales of alcohol X

Temporary event notices

Late night refreshment



Removing the duty to advertise licence

o . 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

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

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

0
off-trade
6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions
7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions
8. Health as a licensing objective for 0
cumulative impact policies
9. Health as a licensing objective for 0
cumulative impact policies
10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0



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

16. Impact assessments

Total Survey Score:

o O o o o o



Alcohol strategy consultation

User Details - 5464647
Date Started: 05/02/2013 13:24:30 Date Ended: 05/02/2013 13:33:47

Time taken: 9 mins, 17 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.

Local government (other)

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

Woking Borough 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.

Delegated authority to Licensing department.

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.



25-34
Score
0

Page Score
0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

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

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

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

No

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

Woking Borough Council would like clarification over the legality of the
proposal in light of the contradictions in E.U Competition Law. If we were to



see such an introduction The Council believes that this may actually have a
detrimental impact and could see a rise in crime figures. People with alcohol
dependency are not concerned over the price of alcohol but with the alcohol
itself; if those with such a dependency find they can no longer afford that
which they require there is the potential to turn to crime for the required
money. This proposal also disadvantages businesses and those that are
responsible drinkers and seemingly offers little in the battle against
irresponsible alcohol consumption that is very much a cultural behaviour.
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):

Further information is required surrounding the legality of the proposals in
light of the contradictions in E.U Competition Law. Should this proposal see
an introduction Woking Borough Council would be concerned over the lack
of guidance surrounding the enforcement of the legislation and is concerned
as to which already overstretched and understaffed agency would be
responsible for taking on such a mammoth task with no new resources;
financial or otherwise.

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):

Question 3 offers no opportunity to argue that minimum pricing not be
introduced at all which is The Councils position. Responsible Authorities will
require to additional resources in order to enforce this legislation and as yet
no proposal has been made as to which authority would be responsible.
Score

0

Page Score



0
Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the

off-trade

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

Score

0

Page Score

0

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

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

No

Score

0

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

Don't know

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



If this proposal is successful care should be given to the wording of a finite

list of promotions that are unacceptable as it is likely that premises will

rework deals to offer the same to the consumer while staying within the law.

It should be noted that banning multibuy promotions disadvantages

businesses and responsible drinkers who proportionality outweigh

irresponsible drinkers.

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):

People are generally well aware of the dangers of alcohol and will often to

consume to a certain level through their own decision. It is unlikely that

banning multi-buy offers will a) actually stop premises reducing the cost of

more than one purchase and b) reduce the amount of alcohol people buy in

any one purchase. Education and a cultural shift are needed to

accommodate what this proposal is trying to achieve.

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 authorities will face an increased work load with no identified

additional resources to enforce legislation should it be introduced.

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

..
nravicinn l\‘ lenmay



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):

The legislation surrounding irresponsible promotions is so specific that it is
actually impossible to implement; therefore making it ineffective. It is widely
regarded as being useless in its current form. Less specifics enabling more
interpretation is needed to make this condition workable

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

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

As long as the law is enforced properly; events can be managed through
existing legislation.

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):
Some of the current mandatory conditions are unenforceable as they stand.
Further work needs to be undertaken to assess their appropriateness in
their current form.

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 Council believes that it would be very difficult for Health Authority to
build an evidence based case for a cumulative impact policy without having
a regular presence in each town centre. While there is potential based on
questioning A&E patients on where they have been drinking prior to
admittance, the Health Authority should be dealing with long term effects
which is less attributable to any one premises. Health Authorities tend to be
County wide and care should be given to restrict blanket wide 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):

While a useful tool; cumulative impact zones are still not written into
legislation and remain only justifiable via a section in the guidance. The
Council recommends that the legislation be amended to include cumulative
impact policies so as to remove legal grey areas. That being said, should



alcohol-related health harm be used to support the introduction of a
cumulative impact policy it should be done so under necessity rather than
appropriateness and restrictions should be introduced to restrict blanket
wide policies for whole Counties.

Score

0

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

None; we continue to operate two cumulative impact policies within the
borough and as previously stated the Council believes it would be too
difficult for the Health Authority to attribute the cause of long term harm via
alcohol consumption to any one 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 (TENSs)
and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks for views on
these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business.
The proposals set out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the
Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove unnecessary red tape
from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for
reform is available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects
covered in this section. They are: ancillary sales of alcoholoccasional
provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the
temporary event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment,
andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on business Do you want to answer
questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is
only a small part of, or incidental to, their wider activities, and occurs
alongside the provision of another product or service (which this
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse
might wish to provide wine to its guests with an evening meal or a



complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might
wish to offer clients a glass of wine. Should special provision to reduce the
burdens on ancillary sellers be limited to specific types of business, and/or
be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales? Please select one
option in each row.

Don't

Yes  No
know

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

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

The provision should be available to both a
specific list of premises and more widely to
organisations meeting the prescribed definition of
an ancillary seller, 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 o
know
Accommodation providers, providing alcohol X
alongside accommodation as part of the contract
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol X
alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the X

purchase of flowers

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

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 Council apposes any special provisions as it believes there to be little
wrong with the current process. Changing to a multi-tier system offers the
opportunity for confusion to the public and trade and allows for the potential
for illegal sales (intended or not). It is the Council’s position that allowing
special provisions will actually increase the enforcement requirement of its
officers without financial contribution via the licensing annual fees.

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 level of enforcement required to actively monitor each of these
premises to ensure they stay within prescribed levels duly outweighs any
benefit to a reduce licence requirements. Changing to a multi-tier system
offers the opportunity for confusion and the potential for illegal sales
(intended or not).

Score

0

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

Don't

Yes No
know

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

removed

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



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

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

Don't

Yes  No
know

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

removed

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

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:

The level of enforcement required to actively monitor each of these
premises to ensure they stay within prescribed levels duly outweighs any
benefit to a reduce licence requirements. Changing to a multi-tier system
offers the opportunity for confusion and the potential for illegal sales
(intended or not).

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 XA
know
Determining that premises in certain areas are X
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.

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).



Late night refreshment venues tend to attract groups of patrons after alcohol
licensed premises close. It is the Council’s view that stricter controls be
given, including the potential for cumulative impact policies, rather than a
relaxation.

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 DI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew X
personal licences under the 2003 Act
Score
0
Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall
burdens on business? Please select one option in each row.
Yes No DL
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges

Remove or simplify requirements to renew
personal licences under the 2003 Act
Score
0
Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on



one or more of the licensing objectives (see glossary)? Please select one
option in each row.

Yes No DI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges

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

Score
0

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

The Council is firmly against any suggestion of removing the requirement to
renew personal licences and would seek to bring down the period of 10
years to 3 years inline with the validity period of the criminal conviction
check.

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 I[()r?:v:
Minimum unit pricing
Multi-buy promotions
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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences

Score

0

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

No Response

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary

Pages Total
1. About you 0
2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the

0
off-trade
5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the 0
off-trade
6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions
7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions
8. Health as a licensing objective for 0

cumulative impact policies
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cumulative impact policies

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

16. Impact assessments

Total Survey Score:

o O o o o o | o | o
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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:

London Borough Hammersmith and Fulham Royal Borough of Kensington
and Chelsea Westminster City Council

Score

0

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

No Response

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

No Response

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

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.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for

cumulative impact policies

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

To fully assess the impact of health it is important to include measures (and
specifically alcohol related measures) which assess both the impact of
residents and non-residents on local health provision. We recommend that
the following are included as indicators and measures of wider health
impacts:

« ambulance calls outs to the area surrounding licensed premises
« alcohol related hospital admissions, irrespective of residency (this will



allow local impact on tertiary healthcare and patient experience to be
assessed)

The 2010 Soho Alcohol Recovery Centre pilot demonstrated the value that
gathering ‘last drink’ location and information, as has A&E data sharing of
the ‘Cardiff Model’ dataset in some London boroughs. This identifies critical
information about the disproportionate effects of some licensed premises on
hospital admissions, crime and antisocial behaviour. These can then be
addressed in a co-ordinated response between local health, community
safety, police and the licensing authority. Utilising ‘Last Drink’ information in
hospital settings would aid local intelligence about hotspots and support
targeted work with premises.

Given the transient movement of communities and populations frequently
does not observe borough boundaries this makes determining the extent of
alcohol abuse among residents more challenging. As premises are also not
the sole cause of alcohol related harm to residents, the following additional
indicators, specific to residents would be useful to include in considerations,
as a region rather than borough based:

Alcohol related admissions from:

& external causes (assaults, falls)

% mental and behavioural causes

% alcohol poisoning.

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):

Please see our recommendations about data 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):

Given the geographic location of the three boroughs it would give an
incomplete and unsatisfactory picture of the full health impacts of alcohol
and licensing if the health indicators only acknowledge residency.

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 (TENSs)
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 E::“t’
Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cum_ulative X

impact
Ancillary sales of alcohol
Temporary event notices
Late night refreshment

Removing the duty to advertise licence X

applications in a local newspaper
Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences

Score
0

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

No Response



Page Score
0

Scoring Summary

Pages Total
1. About you 0
2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0
4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the

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

0
off-trade
6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions
7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions
8. Health as a licensing objective for 0
cumulative impact policies
9. Health as a licensing objective for 0
cumulative impact policies
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.

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:

The Dudley Group 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.

13

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.

Discussed during a meeting of the Board of Directors

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.

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 (TENSs)
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).

The Board supported the position that action needs to be taken regarding
alcohol availability, price and abuse. Having received the draft response
and research, the Board were less convinced that a minimum price per unit
would be effective if other discounted and multibuy schemes were not also
addressed. However, on balance the board supported the consultation
responses proposed.

Page Score

0

Scoring Summary
Pages Total
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Alcohol strategy consultation

User Details - 5465105
Date Started: 05/02/2013 14:04:57 Date Ended: 05/02/2013 14:19:56

Time taken: 14 mins, 59 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.

Other

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

The Centre for Economics and Business Research (Cebr), an independent
economics consultancy

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.

Views the result of a range of reports Cebr has produced on the economic
impact of minimum unit pricing.

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.

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 (TENSs)
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 2 LI
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).

Cebr has significant concerns about the methodology used in the
Government’s Impact Assessment (IA) for the proposed MUP policy,
particularly its reliance upon the Sheffield Alcohol Policy Model (SAPM).
Neither the revisions to the model nor the results produced by this revised
model have been made visible, making it impossible to properly review the
IA.

We are particularly concerned about the Impact Assessment’s assertion
that the “heaviest consumers (those drinking regularly more than twice the
NHS guidelines) reduce their consumption most in response to a MUP
focused on raising the price of the cheapest drinks” (p6.).

The five systematic reviews of the evidence on the sensitivity to price of
heavy drinkers between 1995 and 2009 (including Sheffield University,
Meier et all 2008) all conclude that heavy drinkers are least responsive to
overall price changes. Furthermore, Cebr reviewed the evidence regarding
aggregate alcohol elasticities, concluding that:

- the total demand for alcohol is relatively inelastic to general increases in its
price;

- heavy drinkers are generally less responsive to price changes than
moderate drinkers in terms of their overall consumption;

- while heavy drinkers’ are more responsive to price changes for specific
alcohol products, this only reflects their willingness to switch between
products to maintain overall alcohol intake.

But the Sheffield team states that this evidence is “for reference only and
not included in the [SAPM] model.” Statistical analysis by Cebr further
confirms that the Sheffield team has adopted assumptions for heavy
drinkers’ overall responsiveness to price changes that only draws on the
evidence relating to their product-specific elasticities. For the same reasons,
the Sheffield model significantly underestimates the responsiveness of
moderate drinkers to price changes.

Cebr’s review suggests that the resulting modeling inaccuracies have led
the Sheffield team to overestimate the potential impact of minimum pricing



on the consumption levels of hazardous and harmful drinkers by a factor of
two or more.

Cebr is also concerned that the Impact Assessment does not conduct a
proper analysis of the distributional consequences of minimum unit pricing.
Cebr’s research on the matter shows that minimum unit pricing would hit
responsible drinkers in the poorest 20% of households much harder than
those in the richest 20%. Yet the Impact Assessment does not take these
distributional consequences into account.

Cebr believes, therefore, that the evidence that a MUP policy will lead to a
reduction in alcohol related harm while not impacting on responsible
drinkers is highly questionable and that any attempts by the Impact
Assessment to assess total costs and benefits of the policy are therefore
inevitably flawed. Cebr is also concerned that the Impact Assessment does
not properly take account of the fact that minimum unit pricing would

disproportionately penalise those on lower incomes who drink responsibly.
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
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0
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cumulative impact policies
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Impact assessments
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Alcohol strategy consultation

User Details - 5464088
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Time taken: 1 hr, 44 mins, 11 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.
Licensing authority

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

Blaby District Council

Score

0

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

No Response

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

No Response

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

East Midlands

Score

0

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

No Response

Score

0

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



No Response
Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol

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

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

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

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.

Don't know



Score

0

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit
pricing and is therefore proposing to adjust the minimum unit price level
over time. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the
government should be adjusted over time? Please select one option.
Don't know

Score

0

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

Yes

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

The responsible drinker The end seller could profit greatly

Score

0

Page Score

0

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

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



costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation
document and the impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions
on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

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

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

No

Score

0

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

No

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when

considering a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that

encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, helping people to

be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol sales.
Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly

affected by a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select one option.

Yes

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a

maximum of 100 words):

The responsible drinker increase the illicit sale 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 Public Prevention Protection
of crime and of public of children
. safety h
disorder nuisance from harm
Irrespons_lble Yes Yes Yes Yes
promotions
Dispensing
alcohol directly Yes Yes Yes No
into the mouth
Mandatory
provision of  Don't know Yes Don't know Don't know
free tap water
Age verification Yes Yes Yes Yes

policy



Mandatory
provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes
small measures

Score

0

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

No

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):

closed doors & windows for reduction of noise

Score

0

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

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for

cumulative impact policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-
related health harms into consideration when making decisions about
cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage problems
linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a
rebuttable presumption that all new licence applications and variations in
that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority receives a
relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative
impact. However each application must still be considered on its own merits
and the licensing authority may still grant the application if it is satisfied that
the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are
proposing that licensing authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-
related health harm into account in deciding whether to introduce a CIP and
the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an
obligation. We expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-



related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm from alcohol, will be most
likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to
local decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the
number of licensed premises in the local area on the basis of robust local
evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document
and impact assessment. Do you want to answer questions on health as a
licensing objective for cumulative impact policies? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for

cumulative impact policies

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

No Response

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

No

Score

0

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

Don't Know

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 (TENSs)
and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks for views on
these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business.
The proposals set out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the
Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove unnecessary red tape
from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for
reform is available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects



covered in this section. They are: ancillary sales of alcoholoccasional
provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the
temporary event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment,
andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on business Do you want to answer
questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

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

Don't

Yes No
know

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

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

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

Score

0

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

Don't

Yes No
know



Accommodation providers, providing alcohol

alongside accommodation as part of the contract s

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the X

purchase of flowers

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

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.

Don't

Yes No
know

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request
in their premises licence application that the X

raniiiramant far a narennal liranrcra haldar ha



removed

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 - X
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.

Don't

Yes  No
know

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

removed

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

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:

Not create loop holes that can be abused

Be able to re-instate a DPS should it become necessary and appropriate to
do so

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 oont
know
Determining that premises in certain areas are X
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).

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 DI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew X
personal licences under the 2003 Act
Score
0
Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall
burdens on business? Please select one option in each row.
Yes No DL
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges

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

Score
0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on



one or more of the licensing objectives (see glossary)? Please select one
option in each row.

Yes No DI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges
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 Er?:v:
Minimum unit pricing X
Multi-buy promotions X
Health as a licensing objective for cumulative X

impact
Ancillary sales of alcohol

Temporary event notices



Late night refreshment X

Removing the duty to advertise licence
applications in a local newspaper

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations

Personal licences

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 0
off-trade

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing 0
conditions

8. Health as a licensing objective for 0
cumulative impact policies

9. Health as a licensing objective for 0

cumulative impact policies

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0



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

16. Impact assessments

Total Survey Score:

o O o o o o | o



Alcohol strategy consultation

User Details - 5464001
Date Started: 05/02/2013 12:38:21 Date Ended: 05/02/2013 14:32:15

Time taken: 1 hr, 53 mins, 54 secs IP Address: n/a
Unique ID: n/a

Page 1: About you

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

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.

Large business involved in licensed trade / club premises

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

Whiting and Hammond Ltd

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.

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol

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

No

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

| do not believe minimum pricing will achieve what is stated

Score



0

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

No

Score

0

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

No Response

Score

0

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of
harmful and hazardous drinkers, while minimising the impact on responsible
drinkers. Do you think that there are any other people, organisations

or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for
alcohol? Please select one option.

Yes

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

Supermarkets are the main cause to any alcohol problems, an increase in
off sales duty will solve all problems thus not penalising the on sale market
Score

0

Page Score

0

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

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



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

Score

0

Page Score

0

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

Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving

alcohol in the off-trade? Please select one option.

Yes

Score

0

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on

multi-buy promotions? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when

considering a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select one option.

No

Score

0

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that

encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would, helping people to

be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol sales.
Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly

affected by a ban on multi-buy promotions? Please select one option.

Don't know

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing

conditions

Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in
2010, the government committed to review the impact of the current
mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a



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

Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing

conditions

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

Prevention Public Prevention Protection
of crime and of public of children
. safety h

disorder nuisance from harm

Irrespons_.lble Yes Yes Yes Don't know
promotions
Dispensing

alcohol directly No No No Don't know
into the mouth
Mandatory

provision of No No No No

free tap water



Age verification

- Yes Yes Yes Yes
policy
Mandatory
provision of No No No Don't know
small measures
Score
0

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

Yes

Score

0

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

No

Score

0

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

No

If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the
best approach (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words):
Most of the damage is done with pre-loading from cheap alcohol from the
supermarkets. adding 45p to a unit will not address this

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for

cumulative impact policies

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-
related health harms into consideration when making decisions about
cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage problems
linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a
rebuttable presumption that all new licence applications and variations in
that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority receives a
relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative
impact. However each application must still be considered on its own merits
and the licensing authority may still grant the application if it is satisfied that
the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are
proposing that licensing authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-



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

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for

cumulative impact policies

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

No Response

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

No

Score

0

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

not needed

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 (TENSs)
and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks for views on
these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business.
The proposals set out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the



Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove unnecessary red tape
from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for
reform is available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects
covered in this section. They are: ancillary sales of alcoholoccasional
provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the
temporary event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment,
andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on business Do you want to answer
questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option.
Yes

Score

0

Page Score

0

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses

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

Don't

Yes No
know

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

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

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

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.



Don't

Yes No
know
Accommodation providers, providing alcohol X
alongside accommodation as part of the contract
Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol X
alongside a hair or beauty treatment
Florists, providing alcohol alongside the X

purchase of flowers

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

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:

village fetes

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

Yes

Score
0

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the
burdens on ancillary sellers? Please select one option in each row.
Don't

Yes No
know

AllAaw nramicae malkina ancillarv ecalae tA ramiiact Y



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 X
retaining the need for a personal licence holder

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

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

Don't

Yes No
know

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

removed

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

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:

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 oont
know
Determining that premises in certain areas are X
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.

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 DI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges
Remove or simplify requirements to renew X
personal licences under the 2003 Act
Score
0
Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall
burdens on business? Please select one option in each row.
Yes No DL
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges

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

Score
0

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on



one or more of the licensing objectives (see glossary)? Please select one
option in each row.

Yes No DI
know
Remove requirements to advertise licensing X
applications in local newspapers
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 X
overnight accommodation - lodges

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

Score

0

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or
processes under the 2003 Act could in yo