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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: 
Wakefield Metropolitan 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. 

Licensing committee  

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

Yorkshire and the Humber 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 



Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 

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

Don't know 

If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Wakefield Council would not support a minimum unit price for alcohol. we believe that such a regime would 
disproportiantely disadvantage low earners who drink responsibly. 

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): 
See above 

Score 



0 

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

Don't know 

Score 

0 

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

Yes 

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
As mentioned earlier, those on particularly low incomes may find the purchase of alcohol beyond their reach 
as a result of minimum pricing. 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

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

No 



Score 

0 

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

No 

Score 

0 

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

No 

Score 

0 

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

Yes 

If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Low income households would be particularly disadvantaged by such a ban as any restrictions would bite 
disproportionately 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 



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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Score 

0 

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

No 

If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
the definition of an irresponsible promotion is unclear to many, both the trade and enforcement officers. We 
would suggest a re-phrasing of the existing conditions to provide clarity to all. 

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): 
We would suggest common licensing conditions related to CCTV and staff training could be included as 
mandatory conditions 

Score 

0 

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

No 

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

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 



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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

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

No Response 

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

Don't know 

Score 

0 

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

We believe such data would have little impact with the licensing committee unless a clesr cause and effect 
could be identifies  

Page Score 

0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 

Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 



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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 



0 

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

We believe that special provision should not be available to any business.  

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

Don't know 

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 

0 

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



words: 

None  

Page Score 

0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

No 

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

No 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 



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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 

0 

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

No 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Page Score 

0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     



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

    X 

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

    X 

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

  X   

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Page Score 

0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 



Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences       

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Page Score 

0 

 

Scoring Summary 

Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

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

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Public health body (eg Primary Care Trust, Local Health Board, Director of Public Health) 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
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. 
Through the Bury alcohol strategy steering group- asked for responses via e-mail or at the meeting.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
North West England 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Team Bury welcomes the Government's proposal to introduce a Minimum Unit Price of 45p. There is strong 
evidence , however, that a MUP of 50p would achive better outcomes interms of numbers of lives saved, 
hospital admissions, days absent from work and crimes. Should the Minimum Unit Price not be introduced, 
the Government should consider introducing higher taxation on alcohol in order to achieve similar outcomes. 
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 resource implications for local authorities carrying out enforcement duties and the potential increase in 
sales of illicit alcohol. There would be benefits for on-trade businesses as the differential between the off-trade 
and the on-trade would be reduced. There should be consideration for inflation, and also for the proposal by 
the Scottish Government to introduce a Minimum Unit Price of 50p. Anything less than this may encourage 
people from Scotland to travel to England to purchase cheaper alcohol. 
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Children and young people would be better protected as they are less able to afford alcohol with their pocket 
money. Moderate drinkers on a low income, e.g. pensioners may be inclined to spend a larger proportion of 
their income on alcohol. Criminal Justice Organisations, such as the POlice and Probations Service and the 
Courts would potentially benefit from reduced levels of alcohol-related crime, including that reported as 
Domestic Abuse and Sexual Assault. Town Centres may begin to attract a different type of clientele, e.g. 
those who would be more willing to visit with their families for evening meals as fear of crime is reduced. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
All offers should be included if the intention is to control sales through price. Discounted goods which would 
reduce the cost per unit to below the Minimum Unit Price. Multi-buy promotions in on-trade premises should 
be controlled in a manner that is consisten with off-licence promotions. 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
A ban on all promotions would be simpler to enforce and would possibly reduce the resource required for 
enforcement. Multi-buy promotions encourage people to buy more than they had intended resulting in easier 
access in the home environment to alcohol. A ban on multi-buy promotions would reduce access for children. 
Reduced consumption would reduce health inequalities as those in more deprived areas are generally more 
affected by the health harms caused by alcohol, and those hidden harms such as neglect and abuse of 
children, and poverty, poor educational attainment etc. Consideration should be given to the effect that 
consuming excess calories through alcohol consumption can have on overweight and obesity. 
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): 
On-trade premises could benefit as people are less-likely to pre-load on alcohol bought from off-licence 
premises. The off-trade would need to reconsider how they would attract customers. There would be benefits 
to police and the night time economy if there was a reduction in pre-loading, through reduced levels of crime, 
reduced levels of fear of crime and an increase in on-trade purchases. Some of the measures may only be 
effective alongside Minimum Unit Pricing. The NHS may see a reduction in alcohol specific and alcohol 
related hospital admissions if less people binge dring, or drink above recommended government levels. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
The current guidance on what constitutes an irresponsible promotion is unclear and open to interpretation. 
More clarity is needed so that licencees and enforcement officers are clear on what is not allowed. Conditions 
are not clearly defined and are unenforceable. The 'glamourisation test' for promotions should be removed 
and all irresponsible promotions (based on a clearer definition) should be banned. The 'need to demonstrate a 
link with crime and disorder' clause, relating to irresponsible promotions, should be removed as it is too 
restrictive. The unit content of all drinks should be clearly visible at the point of sale so that cusomers know 
what they are drinking. Age verification schemes should be a minimum 'check 25', have a written policy and 
include mandatory signage on premises. Licencees should be required to train and retrain their staff to be 
accredited to a national standard for the safe and responsible retailing of alcohol. The requirement for training 
to a nationally accredited level should be extended to door staff and security staff. 
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): 
Seating and standing ration should be determined by the capacity of the premises. Soft drinks price more 
cheaply than alcoholic to incentivise purchases of non-alcoholic drinks. Beer bottles should not be passed 
over the bar but should be decanted there into PVC glasses. A ban on irresponsible drinks promotions 
(including loyalty points schemes for the purchase of alcohol) should be applied to the off trade. Offering shots 
of spirits away from the bar area should be banned. Drinking games should be banned. There should be a 
mandatory condition that restricts sales of alcohol to be made only by people who are over 21 years of age. 
Till prompts to challenge ID (already in existence at some of the self serve points of sale).  
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): 
Mandatory licensing conditions should apply to both the on and off-trade, and should not necessarily be a 
maximum of 5. The ban on irresponsible drinks promotions should be extended to apply to on and off-trade. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Data from the following could support the introduction of a CIP: 
Accident and Emergency attendance- clearly recorded by staff as alcohol related or not, and if possible, 
where the last drink was consumed. 
Ambulance data 
Paramedic data 
GP data 
Urgent Care/ Walk in centre 
Treatment data including specialist treatment 
Demand/ unmet demand for alcohol treatment. 
Alcohol related mortality (including self harm and suicide) 
Mental health and well-being indices. 
Foetal Alcohol Spectrum disorders 
CEM Home Office monitoring data on violence. 
Trauma and Injury Intelligence Group (TIIG) data from the North West Public Health Observatory. 
STIs/ Teenage Pregnancy 
Information from School Nurses/ School Health Teams 
Alcohol related and specific hospital admissions data. 
Domestic Abuse data. 
Integrated Household Study and/ or relevant local surveys conducted via public health departments indicating 
levels of alcohol use. 
Public Health should be a licensing objective in its own right and not necessarily tied to CIPs. Public 
Healthgenerally considers population health and therefore should be considered across a whole authority 
area, and as a minimum at ward level, rather than at a smaller scale when assessing the over-provision of 
alcohol to take into account all points of sale.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
All responsible authorities should be able to object to licence applications under the Cumulative Impact Policy 
and consideration should be given to the impact upon health harms and those wider determinants of health 
such as housing, employment levels, educational attainment and poverty. 
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 North East Big Drink Debate concluded that „extended licensing hours would increase the amount 
consumed‟. 32% of 18-24 year olds and 13% of 25-34 year olds said they would drink more if licensing hours 
were increased. It is clear that given better accessibility to alcohol, people will drink more and therefore the 
numbers of alcohol related and specific hospital admissions, crimes and other harms caused by alcohol would 
increase.  
 
Those areas of Bury which are determined by the Indices of Multiple Deprivation to be the most deprived in 
the Borough are the areas for which the highest rates of alcohol related hospital admissions are recorded. 
Using health data to evidence the harms that would be caused by increasing accessiblility to alcohol in a 
particular area will enable local Public Health departments to contribute to protecting those most vulnerable 
areas and therefore to support organisations such as the police and housing to manage their already 
overstretched resources. 
Including health data in consideration of a CIP would enable local links between alcohol and health harm to 
be better established. 
The positive impact on people's mental health and well being will be evident nbecause of reduced violence, 
increased life expectancy and increased economic productivity. 
An authoriy-wide over-provision policy backed by public health would lessen 'competition by price' and so limit 
availability of alcohol to young people. In Bury there is a particular problem with binge drinking and reducing 
accessibility to alcohol for young people would alleviate this. The World Health Organisation has reported that 
availability effects the levels of harm and therefore Licensing Authorities should be able to control the 
availability of alcohol.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
There should be no deregulation in relation to alcohol. By giving a free mandate for certain businesses there 
will be no control over the sensible provision of alcohol. 
Creating an extra category of licensed premises may enable those premises to contribute to alcohol haems, 
but not to the costs e.g. Late Night Levy.  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
There would be no mechanism to ensure the 'ancillary seller' is a responsible retailer. Ancillary sellers would 
not necessarily be exposed to the same requirements mfor training as they would if they were within the remit 
of the licensing objectives. This may affect the way that 'underage' purchasers are safeguarded. 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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



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

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
Team Bury does not agree with any deregulation or unregulated sales of alcohol. Proper regulation would 
support the de-normalisation of alcohol consumption and the societal attitude changes required to reduce 
consumption to levels that would be beneficial to health and well-being.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
Accommodation - if you are serving to a guest of a patron and premises that are just serving hot food and hot 
drinks (non-alcoholic).  
Page Score 
0 



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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
Simplify the application forms in relation to regulated entertainment. 
Alcohol should be the first choice on the list not the last. 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  



Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Licensing authority officer 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Principal Licensing Officer for Monmouthshire County Council 
Score 
0 

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

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Minimum Unit Price should be 50p in line with Scotland. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The increase in alcohol price could result in a knock on effect to enforcements agencies such as border 
controls, policing of thefts, counterfeiting and smugggling of cheap alcohol. Some groups rely on alcohol to 
boost funds for community organisations/event, the increase could have an effect on these premises. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



0 

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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Responsible drinkers would be affected. Those irresponsible will take advantage of price cuts and buy more, 
irrespective of the ban on multi buy promotions. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible drinkers affected, would it be more pertinent to increase the drinking age limit. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No Yes No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 



0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Current mandatory conditions are un-enforceable, not realistic and not measurable. There should be a better 
and clearer definition of 'irresponsible' to ease enforcement burdens. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There should be condition that relates to a written age policy, which includes training of staff and recording of 
data. 
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): 
Conditions should be in place for both the on and off trade. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Data would need to be more accurate in line with the Cardiff Model in order for information to be effective. The 
data that could possibly relate to an area would be alcohol related accidents/injury and not underlying health 
issues which could not possibly be associated with a pub/club etc.  
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): 
The current policy and procedure for introducing a cumulative impact area is adequate. 
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): 
Restricted to alcohol related injury/accidents/incidents of violence.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 



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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
Having a lighter touch on alcohol licensing goes against the aim of the consultation.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  



Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
Hot drinks should be exempt. 
Premises already licensed to sell alcohol should be able to have the provision of Late Night Refreshment with 
the requirement to vary a licence.  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
Thre should be no fee for a minor variation if requested by a Responsible Authority to amend conditions.  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Licensing authority 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Chorley 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. 
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. 
Don't know 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Chorley council welcomes measures that will improve health outcomes for local people, particularly measures 
that reduce health inequalities amongst residents. Given the evidence base, Chorley council are supportive of 
the concept of a minimum unit price for alcohol. However, the consultation is not clear on what the impact 
would be if the unit price was higher, or lower, than 45p per unit. Before commenting on a specific unit price, 
Chorley council would want to see an analysis of the forecast outcomes compared to different minimum unit 
prices. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Chorley council agrees that the scheme should be applied on a national basis, as opposed to it being in place 
in ad hoc areas. That said, the MVP will be influenced, and presumably the outcomes, by average income in 
different areas. Therefore, the MVP if set at the same rate nationally, would have a different impact in the 
North West than it would in the South East. The consultation needs to consider this fact. 
Score 
0 

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

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

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Chorley Council believes that some control on multi buying promotions would be appropriate. However, it is 
unclear how this might be enforced and the definitions provided in the consultation document appear to 
provide several loopholes for retailers to offer discounted alcohol for sale and therefore encourage multiple 
promotions. 
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): 
See response to question 5 above. Chorley Council believes that there should be either a minimum unit price 
or free market economics should be allowed to prevail. Chorley Council believes that there are many factors 
to be considered including: - Impact on responsible drinkers - Impact on small retailers and their ability to 
compete with larger multiple retailers - The evidence that multipurpose purchasing has on health 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
See response to question 7 above. Chorley Council believes if the purpose is to make people aware than 
there are more appropriate methods to do so than restrictive retailing practices. For example: - More 
appropriate labelling - National public health awareness raising campaigns - Use of brief intervention process 
- Greater challenge by medical professionals when they are presented with persons with alcohol related 
issues 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Chorley Council believes that they have had a positive impact to some extent and in particular with regard to 
obvious examples of irresponsible drinks promotions. However, there is still some ambiguity by the trade and 
responsible authorities as to whether other less obvious promotions qualify. 
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): 
Chorley Council believes in addition to the age verification condition which applies to the off-trade, the 
irresponsible drinks promotions should be applied and appropriate guidance issued to clearly define what 
would qualify. 
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): 
Chorley Council believes that information contained within the following should be 
used: 
- Joint Strategic Needs Assessment 
- Hospital admissions data 
- Police alcohol related crime data / intelligence 
- Reliable intelligence / data provided by local health professionals  
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): 
Chorley Council would want to see clear guidance on what elements of the data can be used. 
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): 
Chorley Council believes there would be a limited impact within the Chorley area. 
However, it would widen the debate and consideration of licensing applications to 
include the fundamental issue of health as a licensing objective.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



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

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

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

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
I am participating in the survey as an individual practitioner in the alcohol field, not on behalf of my employers. 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
I work for a voluntary sector alcohol service as an alcohol worker. 
Score 
0 

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I think 50p per unit would be better, as research shows this to be the case. 
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): 
Yes, the children of hazardous and harmful drinkers will be affected in a positive way - they will stop learning 
from their parents that drinking a glass of wine with every meal is a healthy practice and does no damage to 
health. 
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): 
Multi-buy promotions in bars, pubs and clubs. 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The potential positive impact of a ban in reducing risk to personal safety after binge drinking. (Getting into 
fights, accidents and risk of sexual assault). 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
People with addiction problems are likely to be less tempted to buy alcohol. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

- Yes - - 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes - 



Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
I think the above provisions are helpful, but enforcement is an issue - how likely are licensees to enforce 
conditions which impinge on their profit margins? A study conducted in the USA showed that 30% of profits 
for the alcohol industry are derived from pathological (addictive) drinking. 
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): 
They alcohol industry is very wealthy and can afford to pay subsidies or taxes for alcohol treatment. 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
Licensing conditions should apply across the board unless it is obviously nonsensical to do so. 
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): 
Accidents, injuries caused by alcohol fuelled domestic violence or bar room brawls, alcohol assested sexual 
assaults, liver disease, pancreatitis, throat cancer, breast cancer, stomach ulcers, gout, diabetes, stroke, 
Wernicke-Korsakoffs Syndrome, Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorder, depression.  
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): 
A better understanding of the health impacts of alcohol and specific training would be needed for inspectors, 
and the health service would have to get used to collecting such statistics. 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
I think that local health and voluntary services would be justified in asking for financial support friom the 
alcohol industry to address the fallout from their business practices.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

      

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



Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Don't know 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Can I suggest that schools are all prevented in future from serving alcohol at parent / teacher events, school 
gala days etc, as it normalises the idea of having alcohol at every given occasion and sets a poor example to 
children. 
Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

      

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

X     

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

  X   

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
Addiction is a very widespread phenomenon, and it is already very difficult for the thousands of individuals 
and parents with addiction problems to find places to visit that do not serve alcohol. Yes they can avoid pubs, 
but what about cinemas, bowling clubs, disco clubs, theatres, etc - is it worth making harder for them and 
increasing temptation?  
Page Score 
0 

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

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 



events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
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.) 
Some red tape is worth keeping because it protects the health of the wider public and saves the NHS and the 
taxpayer milliions of pounds.  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

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

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 



10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Licensing authority 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Waverley 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. 
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 
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 knock on effect could encourage the 'Calais Tripe' with white van man who does not care who he sells to 
including underage. Look at increasing duty with the extra income going on alcohol initiatives rather than extra 
profits for businesses. 
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
All retailers- better margins – more profits may make it a more inviting for business to start encouraging more 
outlets rather than less, put it on duty and use on government initiaives to reduce alcohol harm. The less 
wealthy. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
No, it would start to become to complicated and hard to define. 
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): 
Other laws, fair trading and competition etc. A ban on advertising, following the succesful path of the reduction 
in harm caused by (cigarette) smoking. 
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 less wealthy or more frugal who are responsible for their purchases(not effected if price reductions 
allowed) 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy No No No No 



Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
No - they are not clear enough and complicated. Made compulsory for 125 ml wine to be the default size, only 
serve larger glass if requested by customer. Pub watch/off watch to be madatory conditions 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Need to address existing conditions- more clarification and simplfication. Made compulsory for 125 ml wine to 
be the default size, only serve larger glass if requested by customer. Pub watch/off watch to be madatory 
conditions 
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): 
Need to address existing conditions- more clarification and simplfication 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 



Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No- Reduce the burden in the application procees but the special provision for certain businesses could lead 
to an increase in alcohol intake, ie;if the cost of a glass of wine is included in the price of the haircut, I will 
have my wine although I would not have had a glass normally.  
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): 
Over complicated and confusing. Could lead to similiar situation as garages and what % of sales are made. 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
Lighter touch in respect of the application processes, overhall 'personal licence's'. 
Basic training packages given locally by council and/or Police licensing officers. More relevant to local issues 
and direct to the issues on alcohol not 'how many people sit on a licensing committee'. 
Page Score 
0 

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

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 



events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
Personal Licenses need to be over overhauled, Tens need to be simplified, recent changes have made it 
more confusing, licensing officers in conjuction with the Police and EH should be able to decide if an event is 
OK regarding the number of days. If agreed administration can be done in time then why not allow short 
notification?  
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Licensing authority 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Brighton and Hove Alcohol Programme Board - Director of Public Health, Licensing Authority, Sussex Police 
and voluntary sector treatment services 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
20  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
Circulartion of draft responses, meeting, amendment and resolution  
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. 
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): 
Reduction of excessive consumption by hazardous and harmful drinkers. Making alcohol less affordable is the 
most effective way of reducing alcohol related harm (NICE). 
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): 
Regular review. Review of alcohol duties. 
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): 
Binge Drinkers Street Community Young People Limited Income  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Offers should comply with M.U.P. ½ and 1/3 price offers.  
Score 
0 

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

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Most supermarket customers who shop for people who drink alcohol. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes No 



Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 

 The limitations on consumption leading to …. “a significant risk …. to crime and disorder” should be 

rescinded.  Reference to “at a table meal” should be removed as an unnecessary exemption. There‟s no 
need to restrict to “unlimited or unspecified quantities of alcohol” – limited, specified discounted alcohol 

presents a risk. New conditions should be considered:  A prohibition on commercially organised pub crawls 

(e.g. Carnage).  To address the low enforcement levels concerning sale of alcohol to drunk customers, a 
new condition requiring a drunkenness prevention policy should be required.  
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): 
Prohibition on commercially organised pub crawls. 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
The off trade should be equally regulated, but the ban on multi-buy promotion in the off-trade helps to 
address. Some conditions, like small measures and drinking water, seem inappropriate. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Joint Strategic Needs Assessment 
Report of Director of Public Health 

 Deaths specifically from alcohol and chronic liver disease 

 Alcohol related deaths 



 Alcohol specific and alcohol hospital admissions 

 Alcohol specific hospital admissions (under 18) 

 Estimates of drinking above recommended levels and binge drinking 

 Alcohol related A&E attendances 

 Ambulance call-outs (alcohol related) 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 

 Wider evidence base  Trends in health indicators  S5(3) to include DPH.  Policy concerns to include 
protection of public health  
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
In Brighton & Hove, evidence of the Director of Public Health was considered along with Sussex Police and 
City Environmental Health when considering accumulative impact policy in June 2011. The area would be 
unlikely to change if alcohol related health harms were a legitimate consideration. The DPH‟s influence would 
increase and evidence strengthen as no longer limited to protection of children from harm, crime prevention 
and other extant licensing objectives.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 



of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
no  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
This policy aim (reducing burdens) is difficult to reconcile with tackling alcohol related harms, particularly 
health harms. NICE advised that reducing the number of outlets is an effective way of reducing alcohol related 
harm. Ubiquitous availability of alcohol reinforces the English drinking culture. The temporary event notice 
process is already used to avoid cumulative impact policy restrictions; allowing ancillary sales would increase 
availability, consumption and health harms. 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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



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

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
ASN would negate measures to reduce availability: CIP, LNL, EMRO, etc. Allowing alcohol to be interwoven 
into every walk of everyday life creates a culture that conflicts with the Government‟s Alcohol Strategy which, 
in turn, seeks to change individual drinking behaviours and make informed choices about healthier and 
responsible drinking, discouraging excessive drinking.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

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



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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
None. The temporary event notice regime should be strengthened. TENs should not be permitted in 
commercial licensed premises in cumulative impact zones.  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  



Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

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

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
 

 

  



 

Alcohol strategy consultation 

 
 

User Details - 5380940  
 

Date Started: 21/01/2013 15:26:52 Date Ended: 21/01/2013 18:07:35 

Time taken: 2 hrs, 40 mins, 43 secs  IP Address: n/a 

Unique ID: n/a 
 

 

 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Large business involved in licensed trade / club premises 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
I represent a private enterprise Harewood Group which has late night venues in Kingston upon Thames, 
Bristol, Stockton on Tees, Sheffield and Harrogate. we employ 30 full time management and 120 part time 
staff 
Score 
0 

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

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
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): 
i work in the on trade as a late night operator. I would be happy to agree to a minimum price unit price of 50p 
.i dont think 45p is sufficient. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



0 

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

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

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know - 

Score 
0 

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



0 

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

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
it is disproptionate. Why 5 for the on-trade and only 1 for the off-trade. As a late night operator I know see 
more people arriving in our towns later than the did previously in taxis and 'falling out from taxis' because they 
have been drinking at home in an unspervised and irresponsible manner. They have bought cheap drink from 
supermarkets and are drunk. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
i am concerned that data captured and used tries to pin the problem of drunkeness on the last venue a person 
has visited - its doesnt appear to me that sufficient attention is made to enquiring when a customer started 
drinking and what venues they have visited during a night out  
Page Score 
0 

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



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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers     X 

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

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



No Response 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Supermarkets sell alcohol as part of a shopping basket - they can not be allowed to slip into the 'anciliary 
sales' catergory 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

      

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 



Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

X     

Score 
0 

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
55-64 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
It should be higher at least 60p 
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): 
It would help publicans to survive. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

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

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



licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
The off trade is under almost zero control. There is no way to monitor drinking levels and prevent over 
imbibing outside of the on trade. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

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



sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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



only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Licensing authority 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Gloucestershire Licensing officers Group (Representatives of Licensing Officers from 6 district authorities in 
Gloucestershire) 
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. 
6  
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. 
Held a meeting to consider each of the questions and agree a group response  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South West England 
Score 
0 

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
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 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The group were not entirely convinced that the introduction of MUP will have significant impact on 
consumption of alcohol by the targeted groups of harmful and hazardous drinkers. We had concern that those 
who wish to drink large amounts will continue to do so whatever the price and may make cuts in other 
spending, such as food, to compensate. It may only be the responsible drinkers who decide to reduce their 
consumption 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The group felt it is very difficult to provide evidence as to the likely outcome of introducing a MUP 
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): 
MUP could impact low income families where the parents choose to spend more on alcohol rather than 
essentials 
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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The group had mixed views on whether multi buy increases rates of consumption. Some felt it encourages the 
target groups to buy and consume more whereas others felt there needs to be firm evidence that multi buy will 
increase consumption to more than there would be without the ban. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible drinkers will lose the opportunity to get better deals when making purchases 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes 



free tap water 

Age verification policy Yes No Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
The wording for irresponsible promotions is too complex and worded in such a way that makes it very difficult 
for licensees to understand and for licensing authorities to enforce. It was felt that the small measures 
condition is not very effective as there is no requirement for licensees to display measures and prices 
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): 
Requirement for pubs to display alcohol awareness literature similar to the requirement under the Gambling 
Act to display Gamcare details. Requirement for pubs to display price lists and number of units in measures 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
Off Licences should also have a condition relating to irresponsible sales 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Alcohol related admissions into accident and emergency 



Local GPs for records of alcohol related illnesses 
Usefulness of above depends on NHS asking appropriate questions to determine source of alcohol consumed 
Bench marking 
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): 
The CIP process requires evidential basis when local authorities make a decision to adopt such a policy. As 
part of this process local authorities need to identify the boundaries of the area problems are occurring. The 
group felt that It is difficult to associate health related stats and hospital admissions to specific geographical 
area. The Government's Guidance on the CIP process should give some guidance on how to deal with this. 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
It may increase the likelihood of local authorities adopting a CIP if there is this further ground.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
Limos/party vehicles  
Small scale local producers selling direct to public on line 
Hairdressers 
Bridal/wedding shops 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Yes 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
'Small part or proportion ' needs a clear definition 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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



words: 
The group felt that there should continue to be a responsible person who fully understands the requirements 
of the legislation in order to protect the public and in particular children. For this reason the group felt the 
requirement for a personal licence holder should remain  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
Where hot drinks only are being served ie not hot food 
Premises that already have authorisation for alcohol for the times required 
Late night Garages and other premises where the customer is heating food themselves in a microwave  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
Renewal of Personal Licences should be simplified but not removed as the group felt it was important to 
check addressess, photos and criminal records are up to date. 
 
Application forms for new /variation applications should be simplified, in particular to avoid having to repeat 
the times for the different activities where those times are the same 
 
Licensing Authority to circulate applications to the responsible authorities electronically in cases where 
application is recieved hard copy as well as when recieved electronically (providing LA has scanning facilities) 
 
Some of the group felt that the start time for late night refreshment should but midnight in line with the time 
that late night levy can be introduced from. However others of the group felt the end time should remain at 
23.00 in line with proposed entertainment deregulation with 23.00 being the time residents expect controls to 
be in place with regard to noise  
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 



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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
The group felt it is very difficult to predict in cost and benefit terms the outcome of the proposals  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



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

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
So, in an attempt to curb those who create disturbances through drink in town centres at weekends and other 
similar behaviour, the Government proposes to fine everybody who drinks with an increase in prices; and I 
thought the practice of inflicting communal punishment rather than punishing the actual miscreants was to be 
frowned upon. Not that it will hit everybody equally, those who can earn in excess of £65000 per annum, plus 
generous expenses, plus a bar subsidised by the taxpayer will have broader shoulders than those at the other 
end of the scale already faced with a plethora of rising prices and to whom a drink is a pleasant experience. I 
am aware that there are other arguments put forward by the vocal prohibitionist lobby but just how far is it 
right for Government tentacles to encroach on private lives?. I observe that those unfortunate enough to be 
overweight are now in the firing line, does this mean that an increase in the price of food is to be called for?  
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible less well off drinkers will be hit 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



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

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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The nanny state should not interfere 
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): 
If you are against multi-ban promotions per se then almost everybody will be effected 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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



Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 



Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
This is our normal policy. 
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: 
UK Travel Retail Forum (&quot;UKTRF&quot;) epresents most sectors of the duty free and travel retail 
business. Its members include airlines, airports, retailers and distributors, manufacturers of alcohol, tobacco, 
fragrances and confectionery. 
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. 
31  
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. 
At members' meetings and by circulating our draft 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 Response 
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): 
Export Shops at airports are subject to different licensing provisions from those in the High Street and should 
be exempt from MUP, a view already taken in the Scottish legislation. Parity across the UK would avoid 
customer confusion. Export Shops are located beyond security at airports and the sale of liquor is strictly 
regulated and only available to passengers carrying boarding cards. Customers shopping at airports cannot 
make bulk purchases, due to the location of the stores. Access to Arrivals Shops is also restricted to 
passengers who have flown into the airport. As Arrivals Shops (only located at the bigger airports) are run by 
the Export Shop operator, any exemption afforded to Export Shops should also apply to Arrivals Shops to 
avoid dual pricing which would result in customer confusion and lost sales, the retailer‟s prices being higher in 
the Arrivals Shop than those seen by the customer on departure, and would require significant IT investment. 
UKTRF considers that alcohol sold by airport shops should be distinguished from that sold on the domestic 
market, where there is free access to buy liquor and no limits to volumes purchased or to the ability of the 
customer to transport purchases home. 
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): 
The imposition of MUP regulations in airport shops would have a disproportionate adverse impact on travel 
retail where large volume purchases are simply not possible and „cheap‟ alcohol is not sold. UK airports are 
under pressure to maintain low aeronautical fees. Charges paid by airlines do not cover the full costs of 
airport infrastructure. The shortfall is bridged by non-aeronautical income of which the most significant is retail 
concessions, representing 13% of total revenue. MUP would put UK airports at a commercial disadvantage – 
they compete with the offer on airlines and at other overseas airports. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



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

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

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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The sale of liquor by Travel Retail businesses is restricted to passengers carrying a boarding pass and 
circumscribed by the location of stores and by security and tax controls which do not apply to the sale of 
alcohol elsewhere in the UK. No unaccompanied children under the age of 16 can enter the airport and the 
requirement to carry a passport means that strict ID controls apply. A very high proportion of liquor sales at 
Export Shops is in the premium or luxury categories. Multi-buy deals are across two items, not across cases 
of products. Passengers can rarely take advantage of more than one multi-buy offer as they are limited in the 
volume they can carry onboard an aircraft. Airport shops are in competition with other airport shops 
internationally, all of which offer multi-buy promotions. A ban would place UK airport Export Shops at a 
competitive disadvantage and would have a severe impact on their businesses, and on that of the airport, 
which would be disproportionate to any risk posed by such sales. Retailers and alcohol suppliers in Travel 
Retail have signed up to an Industry Code of Conduct to ensure the responsible sale and advertising of 
alcohol. 
Score 
0 

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

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 



Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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



0 

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

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

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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



0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
North 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. 
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): 
Higher to stop binge drinking in the house which cannot be controlled as well as in licensed premises. 
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 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Very difficult as higher strength alcohol does not necessarily lead to binge drinking. Its not necessarily the 
strength but more the volume consumed. 
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): 
Micro-breweries / distilleries etc 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes Yes Don't know 

Age verification policy No Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 



Banning the advertisement / offer of irresponsible promotions. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 



available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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



No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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



Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I belive that alcohol should not be significantly cheaper in &quot;off&quot; sales than it is in pubs/clubs. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



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

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes No Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Legislate for no promotions type activity. The cost of a drink should be the same throughout the day and be 
clearly displayed, with no two for ones, happy hours etc allowed 
Score 
0 

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



licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence X     



application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

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



  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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



Act 

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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



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

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Minimum pricing will have no effect 
Score 
0 

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

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

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



0 

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

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
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): 
It will have no effect whatsoever, just more interference in to life of normal decent people. Th irrisposible wil 
continue as before. Total nonsense. 
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 idea. Will just pander to rejudices of another buch of do-gooders and kill joys who wish to impose their 
miserable views on others  
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): 
Forget it - 
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): 
A more regulated, restricted town  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 



available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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



only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
The idea of minimum pricing to reduce consumption is a fallacy. Those who wish to drink to excess will 
always find the money or means to do so. 
 
To reduce excessive drinking time, effort and money would be better and more effectively spent in an 
education programme, particularly if started in schools. Campaigns such as wearing seat belts, drink driving 
etc were effective because they targeted conduct rather than relying mostly on enforcement and had the 
general support of the majority of the population. Even more interference in the normal lives of people, more 
regulation, nanny knows best will fail and only cause counterproductive resentment. 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Scottish Health Action on Alcohol Problems is an advocay body established by The Scottish Medical Royal 
Collages and Faculties to raise awareness about alcohol related harm and to promote solutions based on the 
best available evidence. 
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. 
16  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
We asked all 16 members of our Executive Committee to comment on a draft response but together by 
SHAAPs Policy Officer and Director.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
Scotland 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
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): 
SHAAP supports the principle of MUP because there is compelling evidence that it will contribute to a 
reduction in alcohol related harm by making the cheapest products less accessible. A minimum price should 
be set at the level the evidence indicates will reduce the burden of harm for alcohol. The Scottish Government 
made the decision to opt for a 50p MUP based on the most up to date evidence provided by Sheffield 
University. Evidence from the Sheffield University (2012) report suggests that a 50 minimum price would 
reduce overall consumption by 5.7%, compared to a reduction of 3.5% to be gained from a 45p minimum unit 
price. The same report indicates that as the minimum price threshold increases, alcohol related hospital 
admissions and alcohol related crime both decrease. Evidence from a recent Canadian study (Stockwell, 
2012: Does minimum pricing reduce consumption?) suggests that a 10% increase in the minimum price of 
any alcoholic product reduced its consumption by between 14.6% and 16.1%. Evidence from this study also 
suggests that minimum unit pricing can have a positive effect on drinking preferences: with an increase in the 
price of the cheapest, strongest alcohol consumers shifted to lower alcohol content beer, wine and cocktails. It 
addition, it may also be beneficial to have some consistency of price across the whole of the UK. A single 
MUP would have the advantage of creating uniformity for consumers and producers and allow a comparative 
analysis of benefits and impacts across all parts of the UK.  
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 Government‟s consultation focuses on cutting alcohol fuelled crime and anti-social behaviour. Whilst 
these are important objectives, SHAAP would like to express its concern that there is less mention and 
emphasis of Public Health issues and more concern expressed about crime and anti-social behaviour. This is 
at odds with SHAAP's, and other organisations (such as the Alcohol Health Alliance), concerns in promoting 
MUP and other actions, specifically to promote health. As cited in response to question 1, an overall reduction 
in alcohol consumption will reduce alcohol related hospital admissions and deaths. Introducing a minimum 
unit price will also target those more harmful drinkers who tend to purchase cheaper, stronger alcohol. Where 
health is mentioned, for example, in the ministerial forward, there is an assertion that we should really be 
worried about binge drinkers and people drinking at hazardous levels- the extremes. We think there needs to 
be more emphasis on actions to reduce broader harms across all the population who drink; that is to 
encourage people to drink within the weekly guidelines and to refrain from alcohol for at least three days per 
week. Given the consultation papers emphasis on crime and anti-social behaviour, we fear the potential for 
policy makers to overlook the biggest change in drinking behaviours in the UK in recent years, namely that 
most harmful drinking now takes place at home (with cheapest products often causing most harm for the most 
problematic drinkers). Third party damage due to alcohol also needs to be stressed: the impact on children 
(child protection concerns) family breakdown (there is an increasing emphasis on home drinking and domestic 
violence and neglect). There is also advantages in protecting the environment and improving quality of life 
e.g. nuisance, noise, minor vandalism.  
Score 
0 

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

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



If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The introduction of MUP will impact on a wide range of people, organisations and groups. There is extensive 
evidence (Sheffield University 2012) to suggest that price controls targeted at the cheapest alcohol products 
in the cheapest retail setting can deliver significant health and social benefits for people who consume alcohol 
and for the wider community. For example, evidence from the modelling undertaken at Sheffield University 
suggests potential benefits for the NHS (reduction in alcohol-related admissions and improvements in health), 
community safety (reduction in crime) and for business (reduction in alcohol-related absenteeism). Setting a 
minimum unit price for alcohol will also have some impact on retailers and producers, as the price of the 
cheapest and strongest products will be raised. However, there are also opportunities for both groups to 
diversity their products and a number of producers have and are developing lower alcohol strength products. 
Setting a minimum unit price for alcohol will have little or no impact on pub counter prices, so will not have a 
negative effect for the on licence trade. Introducing a minimum price for alcohol will have a collective benefit 
which we believe outweigh any costs. The collective benefit of introducing MUP has been widely accepted in 
Scotland with support coming from the police, directors of public health, social work, children‟s charities, 
church representatives and other civil society organisations. 
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): 
Consideration should be given to banning special package deals including food with alcohol; examples 
include „meal deals‟ with wine for £10 which effectively „sell‟ alcohol at below a minimum unit price of 50p or 
45p. It would also be helpful to consider banning „all you can drink‟ offers in pubs and clubs. 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
SHAAP would like to see greater consideration of how alcohol is marketed overall rather than just focusing on 
the promotion on multi-buys. Consideration could be given to the introduction of similar restrictions to those 
implemented in Scotland. Current legislation on promotion embraces alcohol displays, posters and advertising 
for in-store offers. 
Score 



0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Detection and enforcement is a major obstacle. Some consideration should be given to the appointment of 
monitoring and enforcement officers. 
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): 
One option would be to include mandatory training for bar staff, particularly those working in late night bars. 



Possible areas to be covered by training are, the effects of alcohol, alcohol legislation, how to refuse service 
and conflict management. Mandatory training for bar staff and Licensing Boards is already established in 
Scotland.  
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): 
With increasing numbers of people drinking 'at home' and purchasing off trade more attention needs to be 
given to the availability of alcohol in general. 
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 suggest the following sources of information: 
• Alcohol related hospital admissions – specifically for liver disease and alcohol related cancers 
• Alcohol-related Discharges (general acute and psychiatric separately) i.e. acute intoxication, harmful use, 
alcohol dependence syndrome, alcoholic psychosis, liver cirrhosis, unspecified alcoholic liver disease 
• Alcohol related deaths 
• Data relating to alcohol consumption from ONS 
• Accident and Emergency data on alcohol related injury 
• Data on alcohol related crime and public nuisance  
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): 
The consultation document stresses that the decision to introduce a CIP is discretionary rather than an 
obligation. The Government also indicates that it expects those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related 
health harm to be more likely to use this power. SHAAP considers that some thought should be given to at 
least encouraging, if not making it obligatory, for licensing bodies to undertake a CIP. 
Score 
0 

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



200 words): 
SHAAP believes that the use of cumulative impact policy to consider data on alcohol-related health harm 
would allow policy makers, health care professionals and members of the community to firmly establish the 
link between the availability, consumption and price of alcohol and the harm resulting from said consumption. 
Such an approach would address not just the drinking habits of hazardous drinkers but would encourage a 
reduction in overall alcohol consumption. Licensing authorities should be expected to set criteria that need to 
be met before permitting a license rather than having to argue each individual application  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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



0 

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

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

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

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 



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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences       

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). 
Impact Assessment: A minimum Unit Price for Alcohol 
 
There is also no rationale as to why the figure of 45p has been chosen. In its report on the Government‟s 
Alcohol Strategy the House of Commons Health Committee (2012) states that: “If the minimum unit price in 
England were to be fixed at a different level to that in Scotland, we would expect the evidence supporting that 
decision to be set out clearly.”  
 
Ref p10: We are concerned that new methodology has been applied to work out the benefits delivered by a 
MUP at 45p. While we accept that the methodology should be updated to take account of inflation, no 
comparison has been provided for a MUP set at alternative levels such as 50p.  
 
Impact Assessment: Health as an objective for cumulative impact 
Ref p7: In principle public health as an objective should be ranked alongside the other four licensing 
objectives and not tied to CIPs.  
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: 
Bournemouth 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. 
The Home Office Consultation document was emailed out to all Members and in particular Members of the 
Licensing Board (Committee). Their feedback has resulted in the following response:  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South West England 
Score 
0 

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
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): 
We are not persuaded that a MUP will make any difference to consumption. Indeed, we see it as penalising 
responsible drinkers and possibly driving alcoholics to unsafe substitutes. It is not the business of 
Government to interfere in the market in this way. A MUP may also encourage illicit alcohol sales as 
experienced by this Authority.  
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There should be clear and ambiguous proof that it was cultural consumption. Relevant of the Sheffield study 
and Canadian province is in our view not sufficient to establish MUP. We need to consider supply from the 
black market, imports and booze cruises. 
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible drinkers who consume within moderation, why should they be punished? Fundraising events 
where alcohol is supplied, smaller off licences unable to compete with larger suppliers (large suppliers may be 
able to absorb MUP more easily). Exemption: In the catering trade where alcohol is used as a flavouring.  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

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

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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Again this is an assumption here about consumption that is simply not proven. Consumers may buy when 
there is an offer as part of their normal consumption, i.e. they buy and store alcohol for future use. Stopping 
such multi-buy promotions may well remove a feel good factor in shopping and damage the wider economy. 
We also feel there is scope to consider the way that cocktails are sold, which effectively is an on-sale 
promotion.  
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Any charity or group, such as Parent Teaching Association (PTA), hosting a 'cheese and wine' event will see 
their profit margin de-roaded. Is this fair? We believe this may make street begging more of a problem. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 



Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
A small measure should be the default offer on the on-trade. Premises should not be allowed to quote 'we 
also sell doubles'. A risk assessment should be required on large organised parties that facilitate pub 
crawls/club crawls. Such risk assessments should be submitted to the Licensing Authority prior to the event. 
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): 
Ability of the responsible person to speak good English, remove the ability to take the exam in their own 
language. The Licensing Authority feels strongly that the Premises licence holders and DPS should only be 
able to obtain licence in English. Mandatory conditions on off-sales should be a requirement that Licence 
holders take every appropriate step to proxy purchasing, to include regular inspections of the outside of their 
premises. In addition, we feel it is appropriate there should be a mandatory Licensing condition that it should 
always be possible to look outside through a window. For the „Protection of Children from Harm‟ we feel that 
all home deliveries of alcohol should be subject to an ID check at the point of supply.  
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): 
Please see answers above. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Unless the 'Health' evidence is specific to an individual premises it is likely to be challenged. This might 
involve ambulance drivers and paramedics being called to give evidence in relation to specific instances, this 
is likely to be unwelcome. 
 
'Health' should not be used as a veto on a new premises, given that the vast majority of alcohol related harm 
derives from drinking in the home environment, it seems wrong to target the on-trade. 
 
To restrict the off-trade from selling within a particular location in order to protect residents is un-enforceable. 
Those with alcohol problems will simply buy elsewhere. 
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): 
Yes health should not take precedence over Crime and Disorder issues. Health is too general and more 
relevant for the off-trade. Each application is dealt with on its own merits, it will be difficult to apportion blame.  
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
It could well end up with blanket objections from Health Authorities, meaning no change to the offer of 
premises selling alcohol. It would be un-enforceable as it is hard to relate to specific applications, any 
premises could simply re-buff any health presumptions by saying that they will follow the law by not selling to 
people who are drunk.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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



and the kinds of sales they make 

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Don't know 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Premises that have been refused a licence should not be able to take up business as an ancillary seller (or 
alcohol should not be allowed to become ancillary to their business). This has in fact happened in 
Bournemouth where a Licence was refused and the premises is now allowing patrons to supply their own 
alcohol whilst only charging for corkage.  
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
We are content with the current regime in this area and see no need for change. We are particularly wary of 
the exploration for the loopholes. 
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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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



Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
The Licensing Authority would like to be able to offer a chargeable service to check Licensing applications, 
prior to formal submission, as is similar with planning application advice.  
Page Score 
0 



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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
 
We feel there is an over reliance in the impact assessments on assumptions. There remains an absence of 
hard data to prove the impact of a MUP on consumer behaviour. In addition, there needs to be much more 
work at a practical level to establish just how help can be considered in Licensing matters.  
 
There seems to be a presumption to decrease the burden on business and increase the burden on Local 
Authorities, where budgets are already tight.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Retired Justice of the Peace 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Private members clubs may suffer in the same way as the many Public Houses which have closed because of 
the blanket ban on smoking 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Age of purchaser 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible drinkers 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

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



0 

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

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

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 



of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

  X   



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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
There has been NO consideration whatsoever given to an impact assessment for increasing the 
PUNISHMENT for breaking the law related to alcohol abuse. 
The MAXIMUM punishment for the offence of Drunk & Disorderly is STILL a Band A Fine even for a multiple 
offender. Nothing will change until the Punishment fits the Crime!  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Local government (other) 
Score 
0 

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I would prefer a more targeted media campaign simalar to the anti smoking one. Minimum pricing pricing will 
only have an impact on those with lower level imcomes and it will not affect the consuption in hidden 
problimatic area's such as the elderly or the middle classes. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
We know from evidence that cheap multi purchases in pubs/club creates anti social behaviours in towns and 
cities. I beleive this is where the focus needs to be applied for the minimum unit pricing and not within 
supermarkets. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should 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): 
Again, Minimum pricing pricing will only have an impact on those with lower level imcomes and it will not 
affect the consuption in hidden problimatic area's such as the elderly or the middle classes. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 



pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Younger people with a higher disposable income are actracted to alcopops type drinks and shots. These 
should be targeted in the new unit minimum pricing and stronger guidence in the licening conditions 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Points to consider are the people hidden in society that expose themselves to high levels of alcohol intake 
such as the elderly and the middle classes. How do we find, engage and support behaviour change within 
these groups.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 



decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



No Response 
Score 
0 

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

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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



  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
trade body representing the licensed trade / club premises or alcohol producers 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Rural Shops Alliance trade association representing rural shops 
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. 
7500  
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. 
consultation through 
 
e-mail to 200 members of our "Sounding Board2 of interested members 
Dsicussion at our quarterly National Meeting  
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. 
Don't know 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
We would support 50p as the level. Any response has to be subjective (until you do it all predictions are 
speculative) but on balance we believe that this level is the best compromise, with: &quot;problem 
drinks&quot; such as white cider would be prohibitively expensive for problem drinkers there would be 
relatively litte impact on normal non-promotional beer, wine and spirit prices this would be in line with the 
proposals in Scotland it would close some of the gap between prices in the off and on trades mor eeffectively, 
limiting &quot;pre-loading&quot; to a greater extent  
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The minimum price should be the same throughout the UK to avoid trade distortions. A minimum price will 
encourage more alcohol purchasing on th continent for UK consumption and also give smuggling a boost - a 
wider price differential between the UK and abroad is bound to have this effect. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Considerable sums of money will accrue to the off trade as a windfall profit. We expect most of this to end up 
with the big supermarket chains, although a proprtion will perhaps be clawed back by the alcoholic drink 
suppliers. This windfall will not accrue to smaller shops, where the balance of power is different - the suppliers 
and wholesalers will keep a much higher proportion. This distortion within the retail trade will be an 
unfortunate unwanted consequence of the policy, but needs to be minimised. Large shops will acquire a profit 
advantage over small ones. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



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

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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
meal deals involving alcohol 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The policy is well intentioned but unworkable. Suppliers will produce similar but not identical products, one to 
be sold individually, one in a multipack. So, for example, 440ml beer would be sold in multipacks, 500ml cans 
of the same beer will be sold in 4s. The 2011 vintage wine will be sold individually, the 2012 vintage as case 
on buy 12 get one free. The idea is sound but the loopholes are impossible to close. In fact, much of the 
impact of banning multibuys will alreadt be achieved with the minimum price. If a case of 24 cans of beer is 
going to cost about £24, then the incentive for large scale purchases has disappeared anyway. 
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): 
organisers of parties, fund-raising and other social events buying in relative bulk mail order wines - companies 
providing free delivery for a minimum sized order  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



0 

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No Yes No 

Score 
0 

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

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

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 



Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Large Supermarkets are the biggest source of alcohol. They have catchment areas of, say, 30 minute drive 
time, a very considerable distance. A CIP would discriminate against local small shops which can be linked to 
a local distinct arera, whereas the shop actiually supplying a significant proportion of the alcohol consumed 
within it could be miles away and immune from consideration. The correlatioon between the alcohol sales of a 
specific shop applying for a licence and the putative harm from alcohol is tenuous in most cases. Large chains 
will employ expensive teams to argue their case most eloquently, the small corner shop will be the business 
that will be unable to contest what is likely to be highly technical and statistical evidence.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
Without an MSc in health statistics combined with a doctorate in retail catchmernt demographics, I do not 
have the slightest notion.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 



service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 



Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Public health body (eg Primary Care Trust, Local Health Board, Director of Public Health) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Anglian Community Enterprise 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
East of England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 



promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 



if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 



Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 



No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
I believe these measures are not robust enough to make a difference. Alcohol should not be sold in 
supermarkets at all but in liquor stores as in other countries ensuring a higher price. and prevent pre-ploading 
with alcohol bought in supermarkets which is a huge issue particuarly with the young. Alcohol should mainly 
be available in pubs and clubs which would help to revive failing rural pubs promting a sense of community 
and generating jobs, ensuring people drink less as more expensive in these places.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Police officer 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
I am a retired Chief Inspector, I do not represent my former Force in any way whatsoever, The opinions I 
express are my own. 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
65 and over 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
All so-called 'statistics' given by the Government in this exercise are produced by the University of Sheffield's 
Alcohol Policy Model. It is a model which has been demonstrated to be fatally flawed and so no credence can 
be given to anything based on the output of that model. Minimum pricing will have zero effect on the so-called 
'problem drinkers'. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No minimum unit price for alcohol should even be considered. It punishes the vast majority of sensible 
drinkers and will have no effect on 'problem drinkers'. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible drinkers do not deserve ANY impact (increase) on what they pay for their pleasure. I will be 
directly affected as will my wife. This I object to most strenuously. 
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): 
I would most certainly be affected. The cost of my simple, trouble-free pleasure of an evening would be priced 
out of my reach. I buy 'multi-buys' not to drink more, I buy them to SAVE MONEY. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes No No Yes 



Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
The problems caused by excess drinking are not from by what is served in licensed premises. Their 
customers are drugged up before they even enter the premises. Two drinks and they go hyper, fighting and 
criminal damage are caused by 'uppers', not alcohol. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
No further licensing conditions are needed. The present legal strictures are sufficient. A proper application of 
EXISTING legal sanctions is sufficient. 
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 such sources of credible evidence exist.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
The cumulative impact policy is based on false data and can do nothing but financial harm to those who are 



responsible drinkers. The very small proportion of the public at large who cause public order problems should 
be properly dealt with under already existing legislation if it were to be PROPERLY applied. 
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 whatsoever.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
      

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

  X   

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment     X 

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers     X 

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

  X   



Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion   X   

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
What have been erroneously called 'ancillary sellers' of alcohol are of no concern to the Police. Their 
customers and the amount of alcohol provided cause no problems at all. 
The proposal to exert some for of control over such businesses and organisations is ill-founded and should be 
dispensed with.  
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): 
This proposal verges on the ridiculous. Please see my previous answer. Any premises causing any sort of 
problem can be dealt with by the Police under existing legislation. All that is required is some back-up from 
the Judiciary. 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
There is no such animal as 'lighter touch authorisation'.  
Such authorisation very rapidly grows to become an all-destroying monster. 'Light touch' does not exist when 
it comes to matters lega.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 



Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
Any premises where the owner/manager is prepared to keep the premises open to provide a service. Those 
premises which attract no custom will shut rapidly. Those which provide a service in demand will prosper.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 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  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
The statutory licensing objectives are fatuous. The problems are caused not by licensees nor by their 
premises. The problems are caused by a tiny minority of the public. They are the ones who should be 
targeted, not the legal legitimate sellers.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 



Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
This entire questionnaire is very poorly worded (it presumes the adoption of minimum pricing), and it is very 
poorly advertised (it will be used by those who, for whatever reason, want to restrict alcohol sales). Such a 
questionnaire would not be permitted for use by any University undergraduate as it is so poorly constructed.  
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
55-64 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The above estimation on crime reduction etc came from a flawed study at Sheffield University that was so bad 
Panorama was forced to apoligies for using its figures. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There shouldn't be a minimum price - it doesn't work and affect the choices of the (great majority) of 
resposible drinkers. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
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 very poor 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 



0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Evidence of it not working in Scotland 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
People who buy in single units will be better off. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes Yes No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 



Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
It is causing the closure of pubs which are the only community places people will go to in a lot of places 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 



alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Yes 



Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 



Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   



Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Prefer not to say 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
Prefer not to say 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
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. 
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): 
me 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 



promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
it will cost me more 
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): 
me 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
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): 
mandatory licensing conditions are not necessary , the police already have powers to deal with violence and 
public nuisance 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
none  
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): 
adults can decide for themselves about their health it is not up to anyone else to determine  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 



event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

  X   

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment   X   

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

  X   

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion   X   

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden       

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area   X   

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but X     



only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
West Midlands 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
This is based upon lax research by Sheffield University, deliberately flawed. So much so that the BBC 
Panorama programme had to apologise for it's shortcomings on this issue. Further minimum pricing has not 
been shown to work in other countries - look at the evidence. This unfairly targets the poor, who want to buy a 
bit of cheap lager from the local supermarket, it does nothing to those drinking in pubs or causing trouble 
drinking late at night in town in a pricey nightclub. As a conservative I am appalled that my party could even 
be considering such proposals worthy of a totalitarian 'nanny state' labour party. I am shocked that proposals 
from tee-total' puritanical pressure groups have been listened to when their 'evidence' is so shaky and the 
Scottish experience does nothing to support this! On the same basis lets have Vegans deciding minimum 
pricing for meat and setting the number of butchers shops allowed.... 
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): 
In the absence of any real evidence the proposal should be thrown out. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Yes. The poor old bloke on benefits or a pension who wants a couple of cheap cans to help make his 
miserable existence more bearable. The pub responsibly selling beer. No effect on politicians or the rich 
drinking Bollinger. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 



0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The Scottish evidence - banning multi buys has not worked. Oh then again - neither did prohibition in the 
1930's USA. Hmm, history: why do we never learn from it! 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The poor who need to forget their miserable existence. Politicians might like to worry what might happen if the 
great unwashed sober up and turn their attentions to Westminster! 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol No No No No 



directly into the mouth 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No No 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
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): 
With any more regulation we won't have any pubs left - just branches of Tesco Express where the local pub 
used to be! 
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): 
How many pubs are left in an area after the cumulative effects of lack of support from consecutive 
governments and over taxation.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 



0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 



Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
Training companies. 
Events organisers.  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     



Increase the burden       

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     



Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
Minimum pricing and multi buy is based upon seriously flawed research, with a predetermined outcome and 
does not reflect the evidence from other countries.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
The Home Office or the State or any other third party has no valid reason to record my views in the 
consulation against me as in individual and I do not consent to such. My participation in this consultation and 
the views expressed herein are geniune and should form part of a wider anonymous data gathering so the 
right decision can be made. The only use of my personal information that I will consent to is to validate that 
my submission is genuine. 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
West Midlands 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 



Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
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): 
Alcoholics will find a way to get alcohol and they will target more extreme content and illicit means. This will 
just mean that those who respect alcohol usage will be punished for those that do not. 
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): 
Yes there are three wider points about freedom of choice, free markets and culture. (1) The State already 
provides enough information to allow the public to make informed choices about their personal level of alcohol 
consumption and leaves them free to do. Minimum pricing would affect that choice, affecting the 
overwhelming vast majority of the public who enjoy alcohol in moderation. (2) The current market rates are a 
product of honest exchange between the consumer and the seller and this has settled the price accordingly. 
Adjusting the price merely punishes those who treat it with respect and have a good commercial deal for 
doing so. (3) The misuse of alcohol is not down to pricing, but is a cultural issue. Using a pricing mechanism 
to address a cultural issue punishes those who drink responsibly. The focus should be on the cultural side 
(the cause) not the consumption (the effect).  
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
All responsible drinkers will be affected adversely as they will pay more the same product even though they 
have done nothing wrong. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 



case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Multi-buy and promotions and allow responsible drinkers (who form the overwhelming majority in this country) 
to budget according to their needs. For example, a 6 pack may provide the home consumption over the 
course of a week, but reduces the cost of doing so. Or social gatherings, such as parties would become much 
more expensive. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible drinkers, who form the overwhelming majority of the public, will be paying extra to punish those 
who misuse alcohol. Those that buy multi-packs (etc.) are often doing so for parties and other social 
gatherings and / or providing a stock to drink over the longer term. It is draconian to punish frugality, 
especially in times of austerity. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 



Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Nothing more. The problem is cultural. 
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 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
It is too heavy and arbitar, for example, who decides what is 'irresponsible' promotion? We are free minded 
and responsible adults. The only requirements should be that (a) the premises has a licence and (b) that 
those in there are adults. What should happen is strong enforcement of the current legislation regarding age. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
None. The public should be free to make it's own choices.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
The data will be used for policitcal lobbying by those with an interest. It will no doubt, therefore, be used by 
sections of the State, Charities and Commercial organisations to further their own cases. At all times these 
groups will be seeking to impose what they think is right on to the Public. This will be detrimental to freedom 
of choice.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 



0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     



Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     



Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Prefer not to say 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
everyone 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 



promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

- - Yes - 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

- - Yes - 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

- - Yes - 

Age verification policy - - No - 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

- - Yes - 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 



and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 



Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

  X   

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment   X   

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

  X   

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion   X   

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X     



ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 



0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 



No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 



16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
Rest of the world 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
freedom of choice and reduction of state interference... 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Everybody will be affected! 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 



0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 



receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 



Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 



Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I don't think there should be a minimum price. This question assumes there should be, as does the next 
question 
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): 
Poorer people (pensioners, low paid, unemployed), and millions of them. It's a perfect wealth redistribution 
scheme, taking from the poor and giving to the rich multinationals 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 



No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
It doesn't work. It didn't work in Scotland, it won't work here. It's interference in the marketing of a legal 
product 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Everyone who drinks. As in Scotland, it will get cheaper 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 



qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Local government (other) 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
Yorkshire and the Humber 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Female 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The effect any increases on pricing will have on responsible drinkers who work hard all week especially in the 
current climate times are tough enough. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 



Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The fact that it affects everyone even the responsibile drinkers and does this apply to Supermarkets? 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 



Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 



Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  



Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt     X 

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area     X 

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 



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 last section is too difficult to follow and answer the questions.  
 
People will obtain alcohol if they want to and like they do now, no matter what. People do not care and if they 
want to irresponsible they will regardless. Do not provide them with medical attention when its alcohol related 
telling them its their fault and they have to live with it.  
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
West Midlands 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
55-64 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The less well offr - i.e. those on low pay or out of work 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
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 less well opff - low paid or jobless people 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 



0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Don't know  
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): 
Do not think it will change anything  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

  X   

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

  X   

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making     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 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     



Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 



could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
I represent the Bodrhyddan Estate in Denbighshire and therefore am in the area of North Wales Police. 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
Wales 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The Government should not be attempting to impose a minimum price at all. That it should be doing so shows 
the Establishments contempt for the poor and willingness to use bogus 'science' - in particular but not 
exclusively the University of Sheffield study - to simply force through an authoritarian and misguided piece of 
legislation. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The Government should not be considering the matter at all and certainly not doing so on the basis of 'studies' 
that are funded by the taxpayer - via politicians and civil servants - to produce the answers Government 
wishes to hear. 
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 poorer in society. It certainly won't, of course, affect well remunerated and comfortably pensioned 
politicians and civil servants. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Does not appear to have worked in Scotland as far as anyone can tell so far - price of individual sales has 
merely fallen a bit to take their place. Apart from that what business is it of Government and civil servants to 
tell a legitimate retail outlet how it should offer its' wares for sale? 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Experience in Scotland tends to show single unit prices reducing to &quot;take up the slack&quot; left by 
getting rid of multi buys. If the logic behind minimum pricing were true then this would inevitably lead to 
moderate consuming single unit buyers drinking more. Unforeseen consequences? 
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): 
Sources that aren't funded by Government to give the answers currently fashionable or useful to politicians in 
their never ending drive towards directing and ordering individual behaviour.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Just stop using it and leave us alone. 
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): 
Without question regressive and authoritatian impacts.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 



available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
All of them. It should be up to them not you.  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Yes 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
But with qualifications - how can &quot;an amount&quot; of alcohol that must not be exceeded possibly be 
enforced? Who is going to check and even then what? If one individual at an event drinks 30% of the 'ration' 



available to the event that person will presumably be drunk. If 100 people each drink 1% we can assume 
nobody will be. Unenforcable and a waster tax payers money attempting it. 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt     X 

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area     X 

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 



Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
Yorkshire and the Humber 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 



Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 



introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   



The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment   X   

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

  X   

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion   X   

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making X     



ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area   X   

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
The current system where a personal licence holder must state this fact when they appear before the 
magistrates charged with a relevant conviction is not working. 
Also the courts are failing to inform local authourity (Kirklees, West Yorkshire) of relevant convitions. Personal 
licence holders are also failing to inform the local authourity of relivant convictions. One example is a Kirklees 
Personal licence holder running a bar in Nottingham was convicted in Nottingham of a relevant offence but did 
not inform Kirklees local authourity of the conviction. It only came to light four years later when he applied to 
run a bar in Huddersfield  
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 



  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing       

Multi-buy promotions       

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact       

Ancillary sales of alcohol       

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations       

Personal licences       

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
The renewal process for local authourities will generate substancial funds every ten years, which will benefit 
them directly. The work force is already in place to deal with these applications, and admittedly there would be 
a 'bit of a rush' in 2015 when those granted through grandfather rights have to be processed, but then it would 
be a steady flow on a weekly/ monthly basis as they have been granted on rolling process. Revenue would 
also be gained by the CRB office from the checks that have to be carried out. 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
I can think of no other paramount reason beyond I wish them to. It also strikes me that what is important is my 
opinion, not my personal details. 
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. 
Prefer not to say 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
Prefer not to say 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The evidence (from the Sheffield Uni model) that is used to support such a motion is extremely suspect and 
doesn't seem to bear the fruit it promises. Amongst the problems with the Sheffield model is its false 
assumption that heavy drinkers are more likely to reduce their consumption of alcohol as a result of a price 
rise. Its calculations are based on controversial beliefs about the relationship between per capita alcohol 
consumption and rates of alcohol-related harm. Its assumptions about the relationship between price and 
consumption have frequently been refuted by real world evidence. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I don't think it should be considered at all (see previous question). 
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): 
Anyone from a poor backround will indeed feel the sting of this, as it &quot;inadvertantly&quot; targets 
everyone who drinks. Solving headlice by decapitation if you will. Also black-market alcohol providers will be 
affected as more people will purchase illegally to avoid costs. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Again, none of this should be considered due to the paucity of research that this has been based on. 
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): 
Please, go and read a uninterested parties evaluation of avaliable evidence. 
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): 
We are constantly told that 'pocket money prices' are a problem with alcohol sales, yet banning multi-buy 
promotions - as proven in Scotland - will merely bring the cost of single units down. And how is this supposed 
to help people &quot;be aware of how much they drink&quot;? If they buy slabs of Carling, they will continue 
to do so. If they buy single units, they'll carry on doing that too, but for less money 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 



No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 



sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 



0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   



Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Female 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
This shouldn't be considered at all. 
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): 
The poor would be disproportionately affected. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 



0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 



receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 



Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 



Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact       

Ancillary sales of alcohol       

Temporary event notices       

Late night refreshment       

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper       

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations       

Personal licences       

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Police force 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Wiltshire Police 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
2300  
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. 
Wiltshire Police has a Licensing department who have the highest level of expertise and experience of 
licensing matters within the organisation. The repsonse has been completed by the Licensing Manager who 
has sought views of his team. The draft responses have then been passed through the senior management 
team for their ocnsideration and necessary amendments or additions.  
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): 
This measure is strongly supported. A minimum price would target those drinks preferred by the heaviest 
drinkers and children, largely ciders and own brand spirits. We believe a level set at 50p p.u. would be 
proportionate in that the positive impact on health, crime etc would significantly outweigh the minimal impact 
on responsible drinkers. The percentage reduction in consumption although small will be targeted at the 
currently very low and heavily discounted prices and therefore will have maximum impact. A 50p price would 
in the main impact on pre – loading off licence sales which is a significant problem, but if set at this level could 
go towards preventing some irresponsible promotions within on licence premises. The tools available to deal 
with poorly managed on licence premises although not ideal are many and varied, and most effort has gone 
into regulating this part of the trade. Whilst necessary, it has allowed off – licence sales (particularly through 
supermarkets) to sit under the radar with virtually no powers for agencies to hold retailers to account. A 
minimum price will go part way to tackling this issue.  
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
It is clear from reading the consultation document that detailed estimates have been made on the positive 
impact a MUP will achieve. The earlier Scottish research and consultation responses should also be taken 
into account. In particular the findings of research carried out by Sheffield University on Scotland – This 
showed: A 50p minimum price was expected to result in a reduction in consumption of 7.8%, a 45p minimum 
by 6% and a 40p minimum by 4.6% Lower minimum price thresholds are associated with reductions in 
beer/cider and spirit consumption but increases in wine consumption due to switching. Wine consumption also 
starts to decrease at thresholds over 45p. As minimum price threshold increases, alcohol-related hospital 
admissions and deaths are estimated to reduce. Within the research model a reduction of 5,100 hospital 
admissions per annum was forecast for a 40p threshold compared with a 6,600 reduction for a 45p threshold 
and 8,600 for a 50p threshold. A 40p threshold was estimated to reduce crimes by 2,900 offences per annum 
whereas a 45p threshold would lead to a reduction of 3,600 and a 50p threshold by 4,700.  
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): 
Retailers, in particular off licences, and within that group mainly national chains and supermarkets which is 
where most discounting occurs. Whilst the impact on these larger retailers can be offset elsewhere, it is likely 
there will be a concerted media campaign launched opposing any MUP  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 



introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Any offers that encourage increased sales by other incentives e.g. supermarket loyalty points, discounted fuel 
etc.  
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): 
Consideration should be given on whether this ban will be all encompassing and include trade sales – It is at 
this point where some promotions are initiated and then passed on, either through suppliers, or the 
manufacturers themselves. There will be a need for clarity. The research by Sheffield University on behalf of 
the Scottish Government indicated that a ban on multi-buy promotions would increase the effectiveness of 
MUP.  
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 



glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
The conditions make any breaching difficult to evidence and therefore it is not as effective as it could be. The 
activity through which a promotion takes place needs to be less definitive and should be any activity that is 
irresponsible to any reasonable person. Currently has to be evidence to show that ... „the sale or supply of 
alcohol for consumption on the premises in a manner which carries a significant risk of leading or contributing 
to crime and disorder, prejudice to public safety, public nuisance, or harm to children. Evidencing the 
„significant risk‟ is too challenging, it is prescriptive and the bar should not be set so high. Consideration to 
amending this wording would make this condition far more impactive and enable authorities to use if more 
effectively. Changing the key wording to ...in a manner which could reasonably lead to an increase in the risk 
of contributing to.... This amendment or similar would greatly assist.  
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Mandatory licensing conditions should include the requirement for regular risk assessment processes to be 
carried out with particular consideration given to customer safety. These should include the requirement to 
conduct a pre-event assessment and the taking of necessary measures to mitigate any identified risks. For 
example premises that promote special events such as „Drum & Bass‟ nights or Eighteenth birthday events, 
University events, etc. where it can be reasonably be identified that special measures may need to be taken 
such as provision of door staff or additional door staff. They could also include the provision of point of sale 
information on units of alcohol and recommended limits.  
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
The reality is that it is much easier to apply conditions to try and meet the licensing objectives when the 
provision and consumption of alcohol takes place within licensed premises. There are real limitations (in a 



free society) on measures to tackle off sales, or more importantly the consequence of those sales. Therefore 
we believe the broad balance is about right, particularly taking into account the intention to introduce MUP 
and tackle multiple units selling. Strong sanctions against those that sell irresponsibly are essential but are 
already in place. Over serving is a real issue. Removing barriers such as „knowingly sells to a drunk...under 
S141 of the LA would be helpful. At the moment the only individual likely to face any kind of prosecution will 
be the shop assistant or the bar person. We need to hold those that are responsible to account. This is in 
relation to both on and off sales. We also support the proposal that Cumulative Impact Policies should apply 
to both on-trade and off-trade.  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
1. Alcohol related conditions from hospital data  
2. Ambulance Service data 
3. GP data  
4. Alcohol-related crime particularly violent crime including domestic abuse, Anti-Social Behaviour, and 
disorder data from police 
 
It will be necessary to link the majority of the above data to a geographic area which will be required when 
considering a CIP. 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
We note from the document that taking health consideration into account will be discretionary. The link 
between alcohol misuse and harm to health is clear so we fail to see why authorities should not be bound to 
take this into consideration. Further, we currently receive limited information available from Health providers. 
Upping the stakes will increase accountability and drive forward the improved provision of meaningful data. 
The prospect of a health related licensing objective is welcomed. Given that health authorities are now 
„responsible authorities‟ under the LA, it seems appropriate that they should be able to both instigate and 
contribute towards the review of a licence. It will be essential to assess what data is currently obtained and 
shared, and to consider standardising protocols, particularly bearing in mind that there will be authority cross 
over. For example a significant part of Wiltshire is serviced by a hospital out of the county.  
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): 
If detailed information could be obtained that could realistically be linked to an area, then being able to take 
that data into consideration should make a positive impact.  
It would enable licensing decisions to be made that take account the full impact of alcohol, airing some of the 
less obvious and visible consequences.  
It should provide licensing committees with a more rounded and complete picture of alcohol impact and 
provide further visible justification for imposing a CIP. 
The provision of supporting data from health sources will not be restricted to assisting with CIPs but will also 
greatly assist in providing evidence for other licensing mechanisms such as applications vary licences and 
licensing reviews. 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     



Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
None  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
The definition is a sound starting point but needs to be expanded to be more definitive with the inclusion of 
examples. Whilst we support this move it is critical that this is well considered. In particular, the amount of 
alcohol supplied will need to be clearly defined. Ancillary sales of alcohol should be restricted to be within a 
defined time frame.  
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
There will always need to be accountability - so defining who has responsibility for upholding the licensing 
objectives must be maintained. 
There must also be maintained an ability for responsible authorities to review at any stage (not time limited) 
should there be abuses of the regulations or any other concerns that impact on the objectives. Licensing 
authorities should have the power to require a full licence should problems arise as a result of a business‟s 



ancillary seller status. 
Any de-regulation should be balanced against the risk of an increase in alcohol consumption and the likely 
impact on crime and disorder, particularly within the Night Time Economy. 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area   X   

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for   X   



the on and off-trade 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     



Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
In respect of Impact Assessment 1A De-regulation of LNR: 
There does not appear to be anywhere else to respond in free text to concerns in relation to the de-regulation 
of LNR. Therefore the below does not apply directly to the impact assessment, but generally in respect of the 
proposal. 
The consultation document at 9.19 states: 
While we believe that the ability to regulate late night refreshment should continue, there is scope to reduce 
the burdens of licensing requirements for businesses that provide late night refreshment but do not sell 
alcohol and are not associated with the alcohol-related late night economy. 
 
This is unclear - how do authorities determine whether a LNR establishment is or is not associated with the 
late night economy? 
Surely the fact that they open beyond 2300 hrs indicates that they are. 
The majority of LNR houses do not sell alcohol. The selling of alcohol is not the issue. The issue is that LNR 
houses provide a „honey pot‟ to those who have, in the main, been consuming alcohol until the early hours. As 
a consequence there are significant levels of crime, disorder and anti-social behaviour that take place in and 
around LNR houses, which arguably would be reduced if the LNR was neither present nor open. It is 
important that authorities can condition such premises, for example with CCTV requirements or door staff, 
and deal effectively with them when the licensing objectives are not met.  
De-regulation of LNR houses would be a backward step in tackling alcohol fuelled violence.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Public health body (eg Primary Care Trust, Local Health Board, Director of Public Health) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Black Country Clinical Senate 
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. 
At the Black Country Clinical Senate Meeting  
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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The intention to introduce a minimum unit price level for alcohol is welcomed. A 50p mup for alcohol should 
be introduced. If the intention is to achieve a significant reduction in harm then a higher level than 45p will be 
needed. The modelling of a 50p mup shows an overall reduction in harm of -5.7% compared with -3.5% for a 
45p mup. There is an estimated health gain of 13.3% at 50p mup as measured by a reduction in alcohol 
related admissions to hospital. This would be very welcome in Dudley where we have experienced an 
average rise in the rate of admissions of 13% over the last ten years - much higher than the national average 
of 7% over the last decade. Crime is also expected to decrease by 2.9% at a 50p mup against 1.7% if a 45p 
mup were introduced. There is consistently strong evidence to suggest that increasing alcohol price is 
associated with a reduction in consumption with harmful drinkers affected the most. Meng et al (2012)1 have 
shown that there are significantly greater gains for health improvement, crime reduction and absenteeism 
from work by introducing higher level minimum unit pricing. 
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 introduction of a minimum unit price on its own will bring some noted benefits but other actions being 
taken in conjunction with it is likely to bring even greater benefits. Affordability and increased availability of 
alcohol are two of the main reasons why alcohol consumption has increased so dramatically over the last 
decade. Whilst alcohol prices have increased slowly, household disposable income has increased more 
steeply. The affordability of alcohol has increased sharply since 1996. The relaxation of the licensing laws has 
meant alcohol is readily available for longer periods of time both as a result of on-trade licensing hours and 
off-trade 24 hour supermarket trading. Tackling affordability through minimum unit pricing is welcome but 
there also needs to be measures in relation to the wide availability of alcohol. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation each year 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
There is some concern that low income moderate drinkers may be affected by the introduction of a mup and 
whilst it may be the case that they tend to buy cheaper alcohol, if they are drinking at low levels the financial 
impact is likely to be small. Conversely, high earners who are drinking at harmful levels are less likely to be 
impacted on by a mup since they are more likely to consume more expensive wines or spirits which are 
already above the 45p or 50p mup levels. Alternative interventions need to be considered to tackle this group 
of harmful drinkers.  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 



than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The proposals on multi-buys seem appropriate. There is a risk that the price of individual items would be 
reduced to match the price of items in a multi-pack as a loss leader as is currently the case with below cost 
sales and steps should be taken to reduce the risk of this. There are also risks that there will be recurrent 
sales of smaller multi-buy packs and we recommend the extent to which measures could be introduced to 
reduce this risk i.e. limiting the number of packs or volume of alcohol that can be purchased in on sale – this 
is analogous to the measures put in place to limit short term recurrent purchases of paracetamol.  
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Scotland are trialling this at the moment, it would be helpful to know the outcome of this evaluation in order to 
make a reasoned response. It is anticipated that the outcome of the Scottish trials will be released shortly. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
People who are buying large quantities of wine or champagne for a celebration where they could reasonably 
have expected a discount for buying in bulk. Some shoppers who buy goods monthly and do not drink 
irresponsibly may be affected 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 



requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
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 consider that health should be a separate mandatory licensing objective and ask the Government to 
reconsider their decision on this.  
For CIP the following evidence could be used: 



• Mapping of licensed premises to show density in an area 
• Mapping of alcohol mortality (HES) 
• Alcohol related admissions to hospital (HES) 
• Crime and alcohol data from A&E attendances (would need to be more robust – possibly make it a reporting 
requirement for the new drugs and alcohol reporting system to PHE) 
• Findings from local lifestyle surveys on alcohol consumption 
• Data from local service providers showing numbers in treatment and mapped by postcode 
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): 
CIP at the moment is only recommended by the police where crime and disorder is an issue. It relates to a 
comparatively small area and is usually related to the activity of the on-trade. In order to take account of wider 
health impacts it will be necessary to be able to look at the density of the off-trade premises as well. These 
premises are not usually associated with crime and disorder but do provide opportunities for large volumes of 
alcohol to be bought and consumed elsewhere in the neighbourhood e.g. parks, wasteland, woodland, on the 
streets. When CIP is being considered by a Licensing Committee, there is an onus to prove that the crime and 
disorder is associated with a particular premises. This is not going to be possible when considering the impact 
of alcohol related harm which may take many years to manifest itself. Using A&E data is very limiting in this 
situation.  
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 Black Country has some areas where alcohol mortality and alcohol admissions to hospital are well in 
excess of regional and national averages which are, themselves, too high for the country‟s population health. 
Reducing affordability and availability of alcohol is known to impact on the amount and type of alcohol drunk, 
so making it more difficult to access and more expensive to buy will impact the most on hazardous and 
harmful drinkers and ultimately improve health and wellbeing. It will also contribute to reducing health 
inequalities since alcohol harm disproportionately affects those from the poorest backgrounds; so although 
they may drink less than other socio-economic groups, they bear the greatest burden of alcohol related ill 
health. This is particularly true for males aged 35-54 who are contributing most to the high numbers of alcohol 
related hospital admissions.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 



0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 



of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
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. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The research is flawed, the out-come was predetermined before any work was carried out. Sheffield Uni has 
an appalling record of producing data which under serious examination proves time and time again to be 
&quot;junk Science&quot;. The Numbers quoted above relating to crime reduction, fewer deaths etc lean 
more towards fiction than fact. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The Science to justify the introduction of min pricing is flawed and has been manipulated to suit a politcal 
agenda. Any organisation intent on using this data is in my mind corrupt. As the original data is corrupt and 
flawed, no pther factors are relevent. The next question is loaded, it presumes that min pricing is acceptable. 
It is clear this questionaire has been worded only for those who support min pricing and does not give options 
for those that don't. 
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 poor will suffer,,,Institute of Fiscal Studies has estimated that it will remove £700million from the pockets 
of the less well off and deliver it straight into bank accounts of already wealthy corporations - and the policy 
should have no place in a society claiming to be fair. If you are not poor, these measures will have no effect to 
your drinking habits  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 



0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Any vendor selling a product determines the price they wish to sell a product. The vendor owns the product 
afterall and if they then wish to give away a product, it is their choice entirely. We do (for the time being) live in 
a free country. 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The ban should not happen in a country which supposedly supports free trade and commerce. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Most of the country,but mainly the poor,, are we not allowed to seek out a bargain as we do for everything 
else we purchase? What happended to freedom of choice? This is not a real consultation, this feels more like 
a Nu-Labour predetermined consultation where the results are decided and the questions worded to give the 
answer desired. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 



0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 



out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 



events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   



Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
The impact assessments is flawed and has been manipulated to produce a given end result. It is not 
indenpendent. All the question in this so called consulation have ALL been worded in such a way that 
rejecting these ridiculous proposals is all but impossible. Junk Science to supports ill-conceived, totalitarian 
agenda. THIS IS UK 2013 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The assumption that prople who cause probelms due to alcohol consumption will be affected by a change in 
price is flawed; it is more likely to affect moderate drinkers whose decision on whether to drink or not was 
marginal in the first place. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Given I do not think minimum pricing should be introduced, there should be a process of setting such a price. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
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): 
A minimum price is most likely to affect moderate drinkers on low incomes. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 



0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
People on low income who wish to maximise the return for their limited resources. People who are not 
&quot;aware of how much drink&quot; are unlikely to be helped to count by a ban on multi-buys. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 



limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 



0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 



Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South West England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
55-64 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 



promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 



if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 



Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 



No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
Privacy. 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
North West England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Just about everybody working in the drinks industry and 99.99% of the public who like to drink, cause no 
problems, but are to be penalised by idiotic government policy. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
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): 
All off-licenses, just about anyone involved in producing or selling alcoholic drinks, transportation etc.. Plus 
99.99% of the public who cause no problems to society by buying drink in such a manner. Especially applies 
to the poor. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 



0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 



business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

      

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
      

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers     X 

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion     X 

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

      

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

      

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 



of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt     X 

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area     X 

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 



Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 



11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 



Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 



introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 



box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 



0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 



11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
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: 
Haringey Public Health Directorate 
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. 
2200  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
London 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
We feel that a unit price of 50p should have been adopted, in line with the Faculty of Public Health 
recommendations and the Scotland proposals. We feel that adopting a 50p price per unit policy would 
overcome issues around a seperate pricing structure in Scotland. 
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): 
* Reductions in ambulance call outs to alcohol incidents * Reduction in Policing costs * Any increases in 
health related harms * Any changes to levels of violent crime * Consideration of the increase in reveue that 
minimum pricing will create and how this could be channelled into treatment, prevention and recovery. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation each year 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 



Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
While a ban on multi buys is a step in the right direction, if a shop can still sell alcohol for half price it defeats 
the policy. For example, a shop can't do 2 for teh price of 1 but if the retailer halfed teh price of something it is 
basically the same offer. 
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): 
* Increases in alcohol related violence * Alcohol related hospital admissions in the local area 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Young people who buy lots of alcohol, especially if it is on a multi buy deal 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 



Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
I dont think the current conditions do enough as in our local area irresponsible promotions continue. we need 
more resources for enforcement and inspection. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
A licensing condition restricting the % volume of some alcohol products, e.g. strong cider and lagers 
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): 
We think that all of the licensing conditions should be applied to both on trade and off trade. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
- Alcohol related hospital admissions 
- Road Traffic accidents 
- Liver disease mortality 
- Ambulance call outs data 
- mapping premises to alcohol related admissions and ambulance call outs and liver disease 



- alcohol specific 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. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
We think that if we used health data for CIP's it would have a positive impact in our borough. We don't have a 
big night time economy in our borough; we do have a lot of little retailers selling alcohol and people drinking at 
home.A large amount of our alcohol problems are hidden and we know there is under reporting of issues to 
the police.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

  X   

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment   X   



Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
We think that this change would mean there would be further issues introduced around enforcement and 
licensing colleagues are already stretched. We also feel that it might open doors for irrepsonsible alcohol use. 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
We have asked colleagues in licensing and they have asked for more work to be completed on the definition 
of ancillary seller  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 



Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area   X   

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   



Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 



0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
London 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
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): 
There should be no minimum price. Hard drinkers choose cheap drinks because they don't care about the 
quality, they will simply buy the same amount at higher prices. For alcoholics and heavy drinkers, alcohol has 
very high marginal utility and thus these people will likely cut back in other areas, often food or heating, or 
even resorting to crime. The only people who will be affected are those for whom drink has a lower marginal 
utility, i.e. moderate drinkers, often on lower incomes, who will find a social pleasure prohibitively expensive, 
and their living costs squeezed further. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The only consideration is whether this is a policy fitting a free country, which it isn't. There should never be a 
minimum price. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible drinkers on low incomes will be hardest hit, and any policy which is so poorly targeted as to 
affect those in poverty more than those who drink hardest, is completely unacceptable. Most of the money 
spent on more expensive drinks will end up in the pockets of brewers, distillers and supermarkets, and giving 
these groups a windfall of economic rent during a time of austerity is deeply offensive. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There is profit margin for the industry in both single items and multi-buy offers. The discount is to increase the 
volume of sales. This policy would result in lower prices for large amounts, like cases of beer, but would likely 
decrease the price of single units, as sellers try to remain competitive. This would be a disastrous policy, as 
well as being an assault on the liberty of the British people. 
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): 
Many moderate drinkers buy in bulk in order to save money, and as alcohol lasts a long time after purchase 
(often years in the case of wine), in can be consumed in moderation afterwards. This policy would only 
squeeze further the already tight budgets of those out of work or on low incomes. If it is a problem that a small 
bottle of alcopop can be bought for pocket-money prices, then lowering the price of a single bottle will make 
the affordability even greater. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  



Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
No promotions are irresponsible. The incomes of many, many people depend on the success of pubs and 
clubs, more and more of which are closing every year, and their success depends on providing drinks to the 
public. If people don't want drinks they won't buy them, and to suggest otherwise is patronising and offensive. 
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): 
The licensing conditions will increase the regulatory burden of running an establishment, and reduce 
competition, while reducing revenue and endangering thousands of jobs. Alcohol consumption has been 
falling for several years, since well before the start of the economic difficulties, and further damaging this 
industry at the moment is a truly crazy idea. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Do not use the Sheffield University data as it is severely flawed and uses models of consumption that 
completely ignore marginal utility, suggesting that hard drinkers will reduce their consumption more than 
moderate drinkers, when it is easy to see why the opposite is the case.  
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): 
Reduction of liberty and no impact on anything else, except fewer jobs and higher prices.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
All businesses should be considered, however the reduction of the regulatory burden on these businesses 
should not be an excuse to increase the said burden on the on- and off-license trade.  
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 best definition should be one based on alcohol sales or purchases as a proportion of turnover. 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 



Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
Late night music is the most serious problem, in my opinion.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but     X 



only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   



Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
They look only at the costs of alcohol on society and don't look hard enough for benefits. It makes no mention 
of liberty, or of people's rights to make up their own mind outside of government involvement. They look at 
Sheffield University's model, which is fundamentally flawed, and no basis for sound government policy  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South East England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Improved outcomes are best achieved by people making the right choices, not by government enforcement. It 
is the difference between the Code Napoleon (which MUP follows, i.e. this is what your betters have decided 
is good for you, so do it), and the Laissez-faire approach, which lets people decide how to live their lives. 
Good government policy doesn‟t require enforcement as it has allowed and assisted the people of the country 
to thrive and make the most of their lives. Poor government relies on regulation and enforcement to achieve 
targets. It will boost the grey market economy in alcohol (i.e. personal use EU imports). Those people who 
aren't the target of the regulations, but pay. i.e. the responsible, and of this group the poor will be worst 
affected. The proposals, the reasons for them, and the impact assessments etc., are obviously skewed 
towards the positive aspects of the plans, they gloss over or ignore the negatives, and is simply a process to 
neutralise and undermine opposition to these plans. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The poor. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 



Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Those who are well-off in the country largely ignore multi-buy offers and simply buy the products they want in 
the quantities they wish. Those who participate in muti-offers the most are the poorest in society, with little 
means they will look for value the hardest and offers are one of the best ways to do achieve this. They will be 
most affected by these plans. Their health may improve by drinking less, but simply listening to health 
professionals and special interest groups on any aspect of life would lead to stricter controls on almost all 
aspects of our lives, a draconian state where everyone must do as their betters have decreed. This might be 
the the idea of utopia for some, but I don't subscribe to it and this is why I'm opposing sticter controls. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The poor. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol No No No No 



directly into the mouth 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
I have answered no, because I disagree with the policy because there are already strick controls on alcohol in 
this country and whist a complete ban would certainly be more effective, the proposals as they stand are too 
intrusive, restrictive and in most cases are already in effect (age policy for instance). Areas across the globe 
with very strict controls, often have severe problems with groups (usually the young) seriously abusing alcohol 
in private areas, which is completely un-regulated and very dangerous. 
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): 
I think the proposals are a response to a problem which has been overly exaggerated and am against more 
government regulation unless there is a clear need for it. There is no clear need for these proposals. 
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): 
This is a call to increase the evidence-base for stricter controls on alcohol. I believe the existing regulations 
are already strict enough, and taxation too high.  
 
By consulting with health professionals, police, etc., one will always get a stong bias in opinon. This should 
NOT be the basis for introducing policy. one could ask the police if they belive they should have more power 
handed to them from the judiciary, or if they should be able to question suspects for longer. Or consult with a 
surgeon on the need for 5-poinr harneses, or for a 5mph speed limit.  
 
This is a bad way to develop good govt. policy.  
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): 
We are not dealing with an academic problem with confined impacts, this is policy which goes to the heart of 
the culture of socialising within the country and as a result policy should not be driven by health impact unless 
there is a clear danger from liberalisation. Lead in paint, heroin etc. yes, but not for tighter alcohol regulation. 
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 poor will be reduced to drinking black or gey market alcohol at home or elsewhere. Social drinking in the 
community will become a thing of the past (it's already something which is dying as a result of tax escalators) 
and the social cohesion of communities will be further impaired.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more X     



widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 
that is both the above options 

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
This is a restriction which is silly. Where it has been indroduced elsewhere businesses have elabourate ways 
to circumvent it. Abandon this and simply have a good policy which makes wider sales easier and a rule that if 
complains or problem reach a certain level then that business will be reviewed by the next local council 
licencing committee and the decision to require a full license imposed if required. 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   



Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
The questions are skewed such that the responder has to (in effect) agree with the objectives of the wider 
proposals.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
charity shops, camp sites and caravan parks with permanent buildings for refreshments, youth hostels, gyms 
or sports facilities with a permanent area for refreshments and socialising and finally farm shops.  



Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  



Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
For the reasons I've already listed, i.e. that academic and special interest bodies cannot encompass the 
whole social effect of these proposals on pwopleand their communites, and are heavily biased and blinkered 
in their evidence and arguments.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No level is prefereable. There should be no mimimum pricing such interactions are none of the Government's 
business. All the costs of this 'consultation' should be recharged to the pressure groups who instigated it. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The greatest impact will be on those with the lowest incomes. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
'Evidence' presented in consultations such as this are in no-way neutral but formed by those 'interested 
parties' that public choice theory indicates favour reducing freedom for their own interests and benefits. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
How about understanding that none of this is any of your business? 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Why should the answers onlyysuggest such restrictions are positive? ie I have the choice of saying &quot;yes 
restrictions are effective&quot; or &quot;no we need further restrictions&quot;. How about an option for 
greater liberty? 
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): 
There should be no mandatory licensing conditions, it is a local issue. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
None. See previous comments on 'evidence'.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
It will allow for further attempts to interfere in areas of personal responsibility. And obviously lead to further 
costs to the taxpayer.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
How about not burdening anybody?  
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 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Where is the option to reject the entire policy and the premise behind it? 
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: 
How about not doing anything and stop interfering in peoples' lives.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     



Increase the burden       

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
18 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     



Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
There is an agenda at work here. There should be an option to reject the entire agenda of minimum pricing 
and ridicule the assumptions behind it.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Leeds 
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. 
I am a community activist and work with voluntary groups plus for several years was on a Alcohol Reference 
Group for Leeds, so have some understanding of issues around alcohol  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
Yorkshire and the Humber 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
55-64 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
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): 
But I think 50p like the proposal in Scotland would be better. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Possibly the impact upon responsible drinkers - we too would be 'punished' by having to pay more but let me 
state now THIS IS A PRICE I AM WILLING TO PAY FOR THE HEALTH OF OTHERS AND FOR THE 
SAVINGS THIS MAY BRING TO THE HEALTH SERVICE, TREATMENT SERVICES, VOLUNTARY 
GROUPS AND TO LOCAL AUTHORITIES! 
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): 
Probably off licences, supermarkets, restuarants etc and may see an increase in illegal booze and this latter 
point needs addressing and greater fines etc for this. But in the end minimum pricing is a price worth paying! 
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): 
Those offers for clubs - £10 entrance and all drinks free! Drinks included in meal cost offers may need looking 
at? 
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): 
Is it encouraging consumption i.e. quantity over quality - we need to change culture in UK - instead of macho 
culture -drink tons to get smashed -drink sensibly and you are in control. Should be promoting lower alcohol 
drinks and for example could tax beer on its alcohol strength so the lower the ac-lcohol the less tax paid which 
could promote lower strength drinks and more sensible drinking - COUNT YOUR DRINKS AND HAVE A 
LIMIT! 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Young peolple and under age drinkers who may get it off their families etc - I have allways argued that drinks 
could be bar coded to include the point of purchase so it can be traced back to the point of sale. Apparently is 
isagainst the law to buy alcohol for under age drinkers but this seems to have been forgotten about! 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  



Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Not sure if it os policed sufficiently - some seem to get away with it. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I do agree that the promtion of public health should be part of the licensing objectives plus why not free bottle 
water and cheap soft drink in pubs/bars even if it is diluted orange but soft drinks are way too expensive! 
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): 
No again think it could be more efectively policed - it seem sto be out of sight out of mind and some retailers 
and bars try it on! 
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): 
costs to health sevices, crime and community safety, domestic violence, anti-social behaviour, cotsts to 
employment and productivity i.e. from absenteeism or people going to work worse from wear! Costs to 
treatment services and voluntray sector, costs to local authorities i.e. re cleaning up the mess. Negative 
impact upon families and relationships.  
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): 
Need to incoproate health more plus the full social and economic costs! 
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): 
May strengthen the case for more urgent action plus re more preventaive work. LAs may be handicapped by 
central govt - i.e. is central govt which will decide minimum pricing. 
For every £x on prevention will save £x on the costs to other services. Think we also need to argue that 
alcohol is a special case re health impact and should be exempt from EC competion rules?  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 



Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
The House of Commons and Lords should also have mimium pricing - it should apply to all!  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 



Alcohol is a dangerrous, legal drug that we need to address (and I write as someone who loves real ale) but 
we need to promote sensible drinking and to in effect to change British culture. SADLY THE REPONSIBLE 
WILL HAVE TO PAYA BIT MORE BUT IT IS A PRICE WORTH PAYING TO HELP OUR FELLOW 
CITIXENS.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area       

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   



Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   



Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Local government (other) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Gloucester Partnership (LSP) - Public, Private and Community Sectors 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
20  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
Board meeting and further discussions  
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. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
• The Partnership felt it was important to consider why people drink to excess in the first place and felt there 
should be investment in finding out „why‟. The Partnership has adopted the Asset Based approach to 
Community Development (ABCD) and has become a learning site for change. This model suggests that 
treating the initial problem is not sustainable unless you tackle why that problem occurred in the first place. 
The Board would therefore like to see this approach being used to work with the most prolific offenders. • 
Research into „why‟ has recently been commissioned by NHS Gloucestershire and carried out by Bristol 
Social Marketing Centre. Based on hundreds of local interviews, it goes into depths as to why different people 
drink (the executive summary of this research can be seen in Appendix II). A relevant and worrying finding is: 
“Alcohol is readily available and cheap to buy. Even if it weren‟t, people would make cutbacks in other areas”. 
• Local club owners in Gloucester have had concerns over pre-loading for a number of years, not just because 
of the effects it has on their customers, but drinking at home is ruining the local evening economy as people 
go straight out to a club at 10pm, bypassing the local bars. Club owners would argue that the MUP is not 
enough and a change in culture needs to happen. • The MUP could potentially see fairer competition between 
smaller local off-licenses and the bigger supermarkets as the latter would not be able to sell „loss leaders‟ and 
in theory a can of beer should cost a similar amount in both shops. However, both local shops and the bigger 
chains rely on alcohol promotions and cheaper alcohol to attract footfall. Without this you may see smaller 
chains or independent off-licenses going out of business.  
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
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): 
• Local club owners in Gloucester have had concerns over pre-loading for a number of years, not just because 
of the effects it has on their customers, but drinking at home is ruining the local evening economy as people 
go straight out to a club at 10pm, bypassing the local bars. Club owners would argue that the MUP is not 
enough and a change in culture needs to happen. • The MUP could potentially see fairer competition between 
smaller local off-licenses and the bigger supermarkets as the latter would not be able to sell „loss leaders‟ and 
in theory a can of beer should cost a similar amount in both shops. However, both local shops and the bigger 
chains rely on alcohol promotions and cheaper alcohol to attract footfall. Without this you may see smaller 
chains or independent off-licenses going out of business.  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 



purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
• Members agreed that the MUP would not affect pubs and may level the playing field with supermarkets. 
However, they did feel that pubs, like supermarkets, use alcohol offers to draw in customers. Without this 
incentive, some pubs/bars would struggle to make their establishment attractive to customers and we could 
see the evening economy struggle further. 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
• Members agreed that the MUP would not affect pubs and may level the playing field with supermarkets. 
However, they did feel that pubs, like supermarkets, use alcohol offers to draw in customers. Without this 
incentive, some pubs/bars would struggle to make their establishment attractive to customers and we could 
see the evening economy struggle further. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 



Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
• The Partnership welcomed the „local‟ focus that will be developed in the document and the suggested 
investment around education. • From a health perspective, the Partnership agreed that a shift in our 
relationship with alcohol was needed and therefore welcomed the changes in the Licensing Act to reflect 
health objectives.  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 



on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
• The Partnership welcomed the „local‟ focus that will be developed in the document and the suggested 
investment around education. 
 
• From a health perspective, the Partnership agreed that a shift in our relationship with alcohol was needed 
and therefore welcomed the changes in the Licensing Act to reflect health objectives. 
 
• The Partnership felt it was important to consider why people drink to excess in the first place and felt there 
should be investment in finding out „why‟. The Partnership has adopted the Asset Based approach to 
Community Development (ABCD) and has become a learning site for change. This model suggests that 
treating the initial problem is not sustainable unless you tackle why that problem occurred in the first place. 
The Board would therefore like to see this approach being used to work with the most prolific offenders. 
 
• Research into „why‟ has recently been commissioned by NHS Gloucestershire and carried out by Bristol 
Social Marketing Centre. Based on hundreds of local interviews, it goes into depths as to why different people 
drink (the executive summary of this research can be seen in Appendix II). A relevant and worrying finding is: 
“Alcohol is readily available and cheap to buy. Even if it weren‟t, people would make cutbacks in other areas”. 
 
• The Partnership felt that agencies would need to be more aware of the possibility of increases in counterfeit 
or illegal alcohol sales. 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 



guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

    X 

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

    X 

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
    X 

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

    X 

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment     X 

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers     X 

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

    X 

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion     X 

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 



Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
15 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 



Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 



Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
i work in the industry but these are my personal opinions 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Local government (other) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
a licening 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. 
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. 
n/a  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South East England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Female 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 



0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
will there be an increase in crime for people who are alcohol dependent 
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): 
normal people who work hard and who deserve to be able to buy alcohol for a reasonable price who are 
struggling in todays economy with the cost of living constantly going up. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 



Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
again the normal public (majority of the population) who do not have alcohol abuse problems and who may 
wish to save some money in this enconmy 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes No Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes No Yes Yes 

Score 
0 



Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
off licences should be included 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
the number of paramedic call outs for a premises / area 
numbers of people admitted or taken to hospital as a result of alcohol - whether drink related or fights / injuries 
- the hospital will need to keep records of which premises / area they were in  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
currently difficult to prove without the relevant data  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 



decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

  X   

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment   X   

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

  X   

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion   X   

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
none - it should happen - all business will try and say they fall in to the criteria therefore giving the licensing 
authorities and local residients a difficult time to prove - this could be very costly  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 



service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
none leave it as it is  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 



Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area   X   

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations       

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Licensing authority officer 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
East of England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Consideration should be taken into account of the number of reported alcohol related illness also if the MUP is 
set too high then concerns surrounding the illegal production of alcohol. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Charity fundraising groups when organising an event would currently benefit from offers in stores in order to 
maximise profits for their charity. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 



No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The multi-buy promotions on all types alcohol will penalise responsible drinkers. This ban should be on types 
of alcohol favoured by irresponsible drinkers such as alcopops, strong ciders and beers. 
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): 
Charity Fund Raisers 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 



Yes 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
All premises selling alcohol either on or off the premises should have CCTV installed with images to be kept 
minimum for 31 days and be able to be downloaded when requested. 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Hospital admission through casualty if alcohol related, that a document be completed by triage as to where 
the alcohol was consumed and where the incident took place.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
Determination of a licence  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 



for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

X     

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion   X   

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Score 



0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

  X   

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
Definition of how alcohol is consumed i.e. either on or off the premises 
That if other than a hotel, no bar area to be constructed (i.e. a hairdresser having a bar in the salon with 
customers sitting at the bar with curlers in...!!)  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden       

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 



No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
Restaurants where the business is predominently food sold on the premises.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     



Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 0 



policies 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
 

 

 


