Redacted S40
Personal Information

30th January 2013

Safer Solihull (Community Safety Partnership) Response

A Consultation on delivering the Government’s policies to cut alcohol fuelled crime and anti-social behaviour

This document sets out the points that the Chair and members of the Safer Solihull Partnership would wish to be considered through the consultation

process.

The Safer Solihull Partnership is an alliance of organisations carrying out the statutory function required of the Community Safety Partnership. The
Partnership is committed to making Solihull a safe place within which to live, work and visit. The role of the Partnership is to strategically plan, commission

and oversee services that tackle crime and disorder and reduce the harm caused to residents of the Borough.

Minimum Alcohol Pricing
The Government is committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in England and Wales. The consultation states that they want to ensure that
the chosen 45p minimum unit price (MUP) level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of harm.

1. Do you agree that this MUP level would achieve these aims? Safer Solihull Response:
2. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a
minimum unit price for alcohol? The introduction of a MUP is welcomed, but we believe further
3. How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the consideration should be given to the evidence demonstrating a relationship
government should be adjusted over time? between cost, consumption and alcohol related harm. This evidence would
4. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of support a higher level than the 45p to be set.




harmful and hazardous drinkers. Do you think that there are other
people, organisations or groups that could be particularly affected
by a minimum unit price for alcohol?

A minimum MUP of 50p should be set and be regularly reviewed to ensure
alcohol does not become more affordable over time.

There is extensive evidence that increasing the price of alcohol reduces
consumption.

The University of Sheffield has modelled the effects of an MUP at 50p
compared to an MUP of 45p and has identified that it would save annually
an additional 1,000 deaths, 31,000 alcohol related hospital admissions,
18,000 crimes, and would reduce consumption by a further 2.4%

The purpose of minimum unit pricing is to reduce excessive alcohol
consumption, by linking the price of alcohol to its strength. It is designed to
increase the price of the cheapest and strongest alcohol; this will protect
vulnerable younger and heavier drinkers who are more likely to drink cheap
alcohol. The findings from a recent Alcohol Concern study involving 1000 16
— 24 year olds suggested that the cost of alcohol may be shaping attitudes
and behaviour around excessive consumption.

Ban on Multi-buy promotions in the off trade

The Government is concerned that these promotions contribute to the availability of irresponsibly priced alcohol, particularly through promotions which
encourage large volumes of alcohol to be purchased. The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than they
otherwise would, making it cheaper to purchase more than one of a product than to purchase a single item.

5. Do you think there should be a ban on multi buy promotions
involving alcohol in the off trade?

6. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on
multi buy promotions?

7. Should other factors or evidence be considered when considering a
ban on multi-buy promotions?

8. The aim on the ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions
that encourage people to buy more than they otherwise would,
helping people be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle
irresponsible alcohol sales. Do you think that there are any other

Safer Solihull Response:

A ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off trade is
supported. Consideration should also be given to include deals which are
linked to discounting individual items.

Although it is acknowledged that current evidence is inconclusive regarding
the impact of multi-buy bans, although there is evidence which would
suggest such restrictions can be effective if introduced alongside wider
pricing interventions to curb irresponsible practices that encourage




groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy excessive drinking.
promotions? Consideration will need to be given to the impact of the ban on multi-buy
promotions introduced in Scotland in October 2011.

Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions

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 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 five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in the regulations in
relation to the supply of alcohol are: i. A ban on irresponsible promotions. li. A ban on dispensing alcohol by one person directly into the mount of another.
lii. A requirement to provide free tap water on request to customers. Iv. A requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to
persons under 18 years of age. V. A requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints of beer or cider or 125 ml glasses of
wine.

9. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective | Safer Solihull Response:
in promoting the licensing objectives {crime prevention/ public

safety / public nuisance / prevention of harm to children)? No conditions should be removed from the mandatory licensing codes.

10. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to Consideration should be given to introducing mandatory licensing conditions
target irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs? to prevent bulk discounting of alcohol by shops and supermarkets.

11. Are there other issues relating to the licensing objectives which Much of the off-trade has no restrictions on irresponsible promotions or a
could be tackled through a mandatory licensing condition? requirement to sell smaller bottles/cans. This is a restriction which could be

12. Do you think the current approach, with five mandatory licensing considered.

conditions applying to the on-trade and only one of those to the off-
trade is appropriate?

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact policies (CIP)

The Government wants to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol related health harms into consideration when making decisions about
CIPs which can be used to manage problems linked to density of premises in specific areas, and, considers that a new health related objective for alcohol
licensing related specifically to cumulative impact is the best way to achieve this.

CIPs are already being used successfully by many licensing authorities to promote the existing licensing objectives. Unlike evidence currently used to
support the introduction of CIP’s such as data on crime and disorder incidents, health evidence is population based (for example linked to a broader area
rather than individual streets). And consideration needs to be given to how this could be incorporated within the CIP process.

13. What sources of evidence on alcohol —related health harm could be | Safer Solihull response:
used to support the introduction of a cumulative impact policy if it




were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?

14. Do you think any aspects of the current CIP process would need to
be amended to allow consideration of data on alcohol related health
harms?

15. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol
related health harms when introducing a CIP would have if it were
used in your local area? Please provide evidence to support your
response.

The CSP would support the proposal that alcohol related harms be taken
into consideration by licensing authorities. Consideration should also be
given to how alcohol related harms data can influence other aspects of the
role of licensing authorities.

Sources of evidence could include data from the LAPE (Local Area Profiles),
NW Public Health Observatory, Data on alcohol related health harms could
be mapped alongside alcohol related violent crimes as well as hospital
admissions for adults and under 18 year olds which are alcohol specific and
specific thresholds be used to determine if a CIP is required.

Introducing a Public Health objective would enable licensing decisions to be
made taking into consideration the full impact of alcohol harm within the
Councils boundaries. Providing an opportunity to consider local data such as;
The number of referrals to children’s social work teams where alcohol is a
factor impacting on parenting capacity; the relationship between alcohol
and violent behaviour in particular domestic violence.

Freeing up responsible businesses

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 Governments ‘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 and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks for views on these proposals and suggests

further ways to reduce burden on business.

16. 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

17. If special provision 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?

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

Safer Solihull response:

Although the CSP would want to support the reduction of burdens on
businesses this cannot be at the risk to the public’s health and wellbeing.
The introduction of special provisions could be seen to be further
normalising alcohol as an everyday ‘commodity’ ie. The prospect of specials
provisions being granted to be sold alongside hair or beauty treatments etc.
and therefore we should not be introducing any measures that may lead to
an increase in the consumption of alcohol or could be considered to further
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b. Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or
beauty treatment

c. Florists giving alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers

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

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

18.

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?

promote the normalisation of alcohol.




