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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 

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 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

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

No 

Score 



0 

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

No 

Score 

0 

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 



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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know Yes Don't know Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No Yes No Don't know 

Score 

0 

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

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

Don't know 

Score 

0 

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

Don't know 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

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



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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

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

No Response 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Page Score 

0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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



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

No 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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



No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Page Score 

0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 



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

No Response 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Page Score 

0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 



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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Page Score 

0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 

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

No Response 

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Page Score 

0 

 

Scoring Summary 

Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

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

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 



8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

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. 
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. 
18-24 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The poor will be disproportionately impacted - this measure will have no impact on the (often excessive) 
drinking habits of the middle class. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



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

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The poor will be disproportionately impacted - this measure will have no effect on the (often excessive) 
drinking habits of the middles class. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

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

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



Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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



0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers       

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). 
More cafes should be open late serving hot drinks and snacks but no alcohol, as this would eliminate the 
'need' for social gatherings in the evenings to take place in pubs where alcohol is likely to be consumed.  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 



Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



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

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

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Anybody. Any right or wrong rule affects everyone. The only exceptions are rules that have no impact what-
so-ever, but then why bother? 
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): 
See previous answer for same question about unit price. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Don't rely on policies (e.g. age), focus on practice with proper checks (mystery shopping funded by fines). 
Give people responsibility: if you drink you take responsibility for your actions. Give people support: if you 
want to quit drinking, FREE help is available. No need for nanny state; just PUNCTUAL and CONSISTENT 



enforcement, at the expense of transgressors who have control of the situation (not addicts who are victim of 
their illness). Improve education using the right non-patronising approach to help people make the best 
decisions for themselves and others. Good example is an excellent way to teach. Let's promote 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. 
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): 
A lot of talk, but no enforcement (e.g. policies), stupid nanny state (e.g. promotions etc) as people may drink 
even without watching adverts or can drink many small glasses rather than a few bigger ones.  
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): 
Very badly worded question. 
Evidence should come from good practice. We only have small-scale good practice from some grassroots 
level groups. 
Before we can study large scale good practice we need some.  
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): 
Re-draw it from scratch. 
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): 
Nothing good, as data is meaningless without interpretations and interpretations are seldom appropriate. 



They are just alibi for imposing what the multinationals want.  
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 special provisions should be available. 
We should start applying the rules that are already there before we know if they work or not. 



We should focus on making rules automatically enforceable and seek funding from increased fines for 
repeated offenders. 
For example each fine after the first is double the previous.  
Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
We don't need alcohol given out with other services. Maybe, if it is ordered, at a restaurant (that could be fully 
licensed). Criteria like the ones above are vulnerable to manipulation. 
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 exceptions. Rules should give responsibilities to people and enforced properly and punctually.  
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 exceptions  
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). 
Just meaningless words. Devil is as always in the details. 
The approach is all wrong. People should be supported if already addicted. Everyone should be empowered 
to make the best decisions for themselves and others, including with proper education and responsibility. 
Parents should take responsibility for children actions and carers should have some responsibility, too, 



although only to the extent they have control of the situation.  
Page Score 
0 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 
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6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
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0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 



2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 
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6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
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. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



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

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The minimum cost should be equivalent to cover profits for those involved in producing and selling. It should 
also involve a tax that covers the cost of damage to society (health, social, anti-social behaviour). 
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): 
Alcoholics. 
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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Crime figures:- Violence (domestic and any other), criminal damage, health related, anti-social behaviours.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
It should reduce the risk of a significant increase of crime in anyone area.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

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

 

Scoring Summary 



Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

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

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
 

 

  



 

Alcohol strategy consultation 

 
 

User Details - 5297097  
 

Date Started: 03/01/2013 22:10:57 Date Ended: 03/01/2013 22:39:56 

Time taken: 28 mins, 59 secs  IP Address: n/a 

Unique ID: n/a 
 

 

 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
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: 
Addiction Dependency Solutions Leeds LS1 2BH Leeds ADS is an alcohol service within the centre of Leeds 
with a combined ongoing caseload of approxiamtely 400 problem drinkers. I currently have a caseload of 70 
and during the 5 years of being employed with this organization have worked with over 500 people with 
alcohol issues 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Careful consideration should be given to the feedback from frontline staff who deal with alcohol dependent 
people on a daily basis. When a person is dependent on alcohol they set the level at availability hence they 
buy white cider at 7.5 % and £1 per litre. Meaning 7.5 units for £1. Lack of acces has a positive impact by 
reducing the level a person drinks. This in turn has an impact on there mental and physical health hospital 
admissions, the family, society and so forth. I know I am bias but my bias is based on repeated evidence. 
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): 
It may breath new life into the pubs that are closing at an alarming rate. It may encourage the manufacturers 
who do manufacture a very small range of low strengths of beers. Curently their is a limited choice and often 
more expensive than the standard. With a larger selection of cheaper low strength beers the general publics 
choices will change as inevitably cost shapes their choice. 
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 Response 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
If multi packs were bound by the same rules re minimum pricing (which they must be) it would be no issue. 
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 positive impact it will have on society and encourage more moderate drinking and gouing to the pub will 
be an option. I think that beyond the ban on promotions I think that alcohol should only be allowed in a 
designated place within the supermarket with a clearly defined entrance. Many supermarkets have already a 
seperate alcohol section I believe that should be phazed in and be compulsary to enable a supermarket to 
have a licence to sell 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. 
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 
Don't 
know 

No No 



Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy No 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. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Minimum pricing, they need to draw the customers in with something other than cheap 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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 



lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 



the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

 

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. 
I obtain my views by looking at evidence.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South West England 
Score 
0 

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

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

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The price of alcohol should reflect the amount that alcohol costs public services. Some of the cost should be 
borne by the drinks industry as they are actively promoting consumption. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Sale of alcohol in supermarkets next to regular groceries, over the counter like tobacco may be more 



effective. 
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): 
Do multi-buys increase consumption or do people just stock up when it's cheap and use the same amount? 
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 - - - 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes - - - 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

- - - - 

Age verification policy Yes - - - 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

- - - - 

Score 
0 

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



Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Mandatory availability of cheap non-alcoholic/low alcohol beverages that aren't water. Mandatory staff training 
on how to spot people at risk from alcohol poisoning. Smaller measures must cost in proportion to volume. 
Availability of free tap water must be obvious as many people do not know about this. Mixed drinks should 
have indication of ABV. 
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 off-trade should be more regulated with displays of alcohol limited to areas where only those legally 
allowed to buy can enter or over the counter like tobacco. Ideally, I would like to see alcohol (and tobacco) 
regulated under the one law that covers all recreational drugs, regulating it separately gives the false 
impression that it is safer. 
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). 
Not enough options on the minimum pricing review, it should go up with inflation but also be reviewed 
periodically.  
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 - 5299181  
 

Date Started: 04/01/2013 12:33:20 Date Ended: 04/01/2013 12:45:41 

Time taken: 12 mins, 21 secs  IP Address: n/a 

Unique ID: n/a 
 

 

 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Responsible drinkers would be affected. As long as it remains with minimum price per unit, shouldn't be 
banned. 
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 Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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



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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

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



Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
Public sector dispute; some disagree with my Work Capability Assessment and claim I should only be 
volunteering (I would be homeless), the Jobcentre wants me in work which is what I want. Too many cooks. I 
appeal to Article 8 of the Human Rights Act as I get no peace from local public sector staff. 
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. 
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): 
Street drinkers could still drink to excess with cheap, low alcohol wines. 
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 pricing has to be commercially viable as the UK drinks industry has to maintain its global position to be 
competitive and attractive to investors. 
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): 
It could have an impact on wine tasting clubs and societies. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Cheap lager where a large case is cheaper than a smaller 4 or 6 pack. 
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): 
Consumers often buy for celebrations e.g. weddings and parties and they could be penalised by a ban on 
multibuys. 
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): 
Event Management Companies and Party Organisers. 
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 Yes Yes Yes Yes 



free tap water 

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): 
Warnings about the Yard of Ale or Beer Festival offers. Festivals could sell half measures or a &quot;mixed 
tray&quot; - a selection of a few sample-sized glasses of different beers/wines. 
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): 
The presence of street drinkers in a neighbourhood. Epidemiological data.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Very little since the roll-out of PCSO's reduced alcohol-related offending rates, particularly in public spaces. 
Healthspan is generally good in the local area.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

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

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 



15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
I work as an alcohol nurse specialist in an acute hospital and community trust. It seems to me that individual 
health & social care professionals are not included in your categories. I am not representing my employers 
here, but reflecting the views of colleagues in hospitals where I work and from a network of colleagues in 
similar alcohol liaison posts. 
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 specialist group discusses these matters informally in the context of our London area network. My 
hospital colleagues raise issues in our alcohol awareness sessions. 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
London 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
While there are some doubts about the strategy when considered in a research trial environment, there are 
several common sense factors. The effective price of alcohol has dropped in recent decades and this has 
coincided with worse consequences of excessive drinking - both long term and due to increased drunkeness. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Any offer which encourages bulk purchasing or gives an impression of lowering the price. There could, 
perhaps, be some encouragement for schemes where purchases of non-alcohol drinks (especially in bars) 
and money off food that is considered healthy, as the more severe, dependent drinkers often neglect these 
purchases. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes Don't know No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of No Don't No No 



small measures know 

Score 
0 

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

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

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
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 feel there is not enough focus on recognising positive activities from bars & pubs. Something needs to be 
done to rebalance the drinking culture in socialised environments. It is evident that the problems of 
drunkeness have increased due to changes in bars AND the cheap drink available to purchase off-trade. This 
is mostly driven by the large retailers and they should be prevented from using alcohol as a loss leader. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
A&E attendances where patients are intoxicated (needs better recording) 
Locations of incidents should be considered although it should be recognised that excessive drinking has 
often happened elsewhere. 
Hospital admissions for alcohol related conditions AND conditions worsened by alcohol. 
Prescribing by GPs for these conditions.  
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 think there are merits in having certain areas with a higher concentration of on-trade premises, if these are 
managed well. Pubs, and indeed some shops are better placed as part of a local community, which in London 
is more difficult to define.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

X     

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

Score 
0 



Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
I am unclear in the first section above what is meant by complimentary. 
I do not feel that a free glass of wine should fall under the terms of licensing, however there are ways in which 
this can be subverted to charge more and appear to "give away" wine. The two exampled given above should 
be free of licensing requirements. 
 
Similarly in the second section the two should be allowed to give away alcoholic drinks as long as the amount 
is clearly limited - perhaps the recommended daily limits for healthy drinking can be used as a guide. 
 
These more free terms should be monitored and status lost with any evidence of infringement or bad practice.  
Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Don't know 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
It will be hard to define these rules and I expect there will be pressures from business wanting to lower their 
own threshhold to be considered eligible. My preference would be for the criteria to define specific events as 
well as businesses. 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 



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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt     X 

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

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
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 
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. 
18-24 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 



deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Police on the streets. 
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): 
Students who don't have much money. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 



expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
My experience in the continent of Europe where alcohol is for sale at much lower prices than in the UK would 
suggest they do not have a major problem as we do. Pricing is therefore not an 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): 
As I understand it there are current laws whereby those people who are drunk and disorderly can be 
apprehended and fined. Just as motorists caught with too much alcohol in their blood are caught, fined and 
some liberties taken away from them. Apply the same cde to irresponsible drinkers. 
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Those on limited incomes, such as pensioners. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
In the case of buying wine, for example, by the case I would expect a discount in the prices against buying a 
single bottle - particularly if the wine is being delivered. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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



Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



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

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

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

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

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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 



promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No Yes No Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No Yes No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No No 

Age verification policy No Yes No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No Yes No No 

Score 
0 

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

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

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 



and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 



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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

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

Score 



0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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



No Response 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

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

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
18-24 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
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): 
45p per unit is still only £4.50 for 10 units, which is enough to get most people fairly drunk, and you'd still be 
able to get completely wasted for under £10. 80p a unit would make more sense, meaning that a bottle of 
wine would cost £8 minimum, which is still a reasonable price, while a 350ml bottle of 37.5% vodka would 
cost £10.40 where at the moment you could get it for under £5. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No Don't know 

Age verification policy No 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): 
Should not be legal to serve people who are drunk - could use an easily cleanable breathalyser at the point of 
sale to determine whether or not the customer is too drunk to be served. 
Score 
0 

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

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
hospital admissions for alcohol, levels of alcohol related crime and domestic abuse e.t.c.  
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. 
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. 
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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No Yes No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes 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 Response 
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. 
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 dont want ths information to be used by other parties or for future marketing by the government or others. 
The DPA and the TPS is generally inneffective. 
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. 
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. 
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): 
The government case is completely spurious; the claimed benefits will not be achieved. The MUP should be 
0p 
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. 
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): 
A change in culture on alcohol consumtion is required, NOT a restriction on the responsible person who 
makes a bulk buy tobe used over a long period, or is buying for a special function e.g a wedding 
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 Yes Yes 

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): 
Removal of licenses for extended periods, possibly permanently. Ensure existing drunnk and disorderley laws 
are rigorously enforced and individuals receive a criminal record. 
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): 
Noise and nuisance 
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): 
Current sanctions are ineffective or are not being used properly 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
number of arrests, public complaints, assaults, property damage and environmental mess from sick 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. 
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): 
None, unless proper enforcement is in place; and education of individuals who cause the problems can be 
improved.  



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. 
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. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

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 
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 
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?  
No 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     



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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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



Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment   X   



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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

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

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 
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6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 
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0 
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11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
I am a resident living in the centre of the city of Chester, next to a pub and across the street from another pub 
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. 
Female 
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 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): 
pensioners and low income families wont be able to afford a drink 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



this is a confusing question, multi buys also contains bogofs, free offers, star buys, 
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): 
yes, groups buying for parties and socials, but these people should not benefit from cheap 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 Yes 

Age verification policy No 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): 



clubs are in the business of making a profit, licensing checksare unable to catch all transgressors, fines to 
clubs and shutdown to be mandatory 
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): 
long term effects of excessive alcohol consumption on health needs to be addressed 
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 and gp statistics, police incident statistics where alcohol is involved, employer stats on failure to turn 
up to work next day, school stats  
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): 
consideration of health is not yet considered important enough Ask people they think there will be fine doing it 
for years...Educate 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
Licensing would be forced to consider this when allowing applications for late licences and provision of late 
food. Evidence? City licencing is allowing continuing later and later opening hours  
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: 
small cafes perhaps  
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: 
it will need to to be well 'policed' until fully accepted and in place  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
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). 
on a case by case application, more in an area is not necessarily better  
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.) 
whats the point nowadays of a personal licence holder?  
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 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
Every time the price of Drink young people will still fine the money, And pensoner's like myself who like a drink 
at home are the ones that summer the cost. there is not enough action taken the offender's I would charge 
them for hospital theatment and that also goes for drug affenders, our leave them where they lie!! 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

  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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10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
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. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing. 
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 whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing. 
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 

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 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
The whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing. 



Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing. 
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 whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing. 
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 whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing.  
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 whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing. 
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 whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing.  



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 whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing.  
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 whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing. 
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 whole exercise is yet further Government interference (and cost to the taxpayer), which is not necessary 
or needed. Save the money and spend it on policing.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   



Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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



only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
I am a member of the public; I represent no organisation. 
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. 
No 
Score 



0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



0 

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

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

Yes Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes 
Don't 
know 

Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know 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. 
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): 
The NHS, police and emergency services, social services & PCTs, headteachers, agencies dealing with the 
families of alcohol abusers  
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 believe it would have a positive impact on family structure and function and on educational achievement. I 
believe it would also have a positive impact on unemployment.  
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. 
Local government (other) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Department of Health and Social Care 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
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): 
There should be a ban on ALL promotions. Advertising needs to be reviewed and stopped altogether. We are 
spending a great deal of money working to help people with alcohol problems to maintain sobriety and this is 



completely overturned by television advertising and all promotions. It is extremely difficult for someone who is 
endeavouring to abstain from alcohol and is then confronted with a TV ad showing a nice cold pint of beer or 
whatever. 
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 - 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No 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): 



Pub landlords amd staff need to be more aware of the nature of alcoholism and to happily provide alcohol free 
drinks and juices. I witnessed a situation last year while on holiday when someone in my group who is an 
alcoholic. We had gone into a local bar for some food and when he asked the staff for an alcohol free beer 
she burst out laughing and her reply was &quot;this is a pub we sell real beer&quot; . The most worrying 
aspect of all was that it transpired that she was the landlady! Mt friend was made to feel very awkward and if 
we had not been with him ge said he would probably have given in and had a drink because he lacked the 
confidence and inner strength to cope appropriately with being made to feel that way. I feel strongly that all 
staff working where alcohol is sold should be trained in at leats a minimal level of understanding as to 
alcoholism and ALL pubs and bars need to be 'alcohol free friendly'.  
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): 
Stop advertising 
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): 
NHS information services which detail and highlight the increasing number of people requiring medical 
services as a result of their consumption of alcohol. Unfortunately there appears to be no figures as to the 
extent of alcohol related domestic violence however given the need to keep our children safe this needs to be 
researched and used to support these measures.  
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): 
Research is needed to acquire a knowledge of the impact of alcohol in domestic violence/child abuse. 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 



introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 



box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
I work with people who jave alcohol problems and we spend a great deal of money in providing services 
including access and admission to residential ehabilitation. People who have dependency issues also have 
low self esteem and often lack the ability to say 'no' at the start of their recovery. Many such people and 
others with social anxieties would find it extremely difficult to decline the offer of an alcoholic drink and I feel 
that the prospect of alcohol being offered in all these other places will only serve to worsen the problem. 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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



  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Whether it would work! 
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): 
Responsible moderate drinkers! Setting a minimum per unit will not stop young people accessing alcohol, 
they will fund via other means! 
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 effectiveness of 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 moderate 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 Yes No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No Yes No Don't know 

Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The type or category of premises should also be considered. small/medium guest houses hotels may not 
need to be controlled this way 
Score 
0 

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

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

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes 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. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
a requirement to update the premises operating plan regularly, even annually, and have copy of same served 
on certain authorities would ensure operators pay attention to this area, which I feel is important. Within the 
above plan or separately should be a compulsory staff training programme 



Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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



event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

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

 

Scoring Summary 
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1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 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 
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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 and crime commissioner 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Bedfordshire Police and Crime Panel 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 



promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 



2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

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

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



Score 
0 

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Age verification policy No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I believe that more important than mandatory provision of &quot;small measures&quot; should be the 
mandatory provision of &quot;low alcohol content product&quot;. For example, requiring pubs to offer sub-
2.5% alcohol content beer on tap, where beer on tap is otherwise served. The alcohol strategy needs to 
overcome problems associated with group think, herd behaviour and peer pressure. Importantly, such low 



content alcohol needs to be offered in the same marketing guise. For example, also offered on-tap and served 
in the same style/size bottle or glasses, so as to reduce risk of discrimination towards (and identification of) 
&quot;low alcohol drinkers&quot;. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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



No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 



Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

 

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 - 5313012  
 

Date Started: 08/01/2013 11:00:43 Date Ended: 08/01/2013 11:02:56 

Time taken: 2 mins, 13 secs  IP Address: n/a 

Unique ID: n/a 
 

 

 

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

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

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
25-34 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  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. 
North 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 
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): 
People who have alcohol problems will seek other methods in obtaining alcohol, including crime 
Score 
0 

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

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
I do not think that minimum pricing will have any impact on harm minimization, people will continue to drink at 
hazardous levels no matter what the costs are if they have an addiction they will continue to drink alcohol, I 
believe that it will increase black market alcohol sales which cause significant risks to health and communities 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
But these need to be enforced at a local level, as several clubs and pubs in our region continue to serve 



alcohol to people who are clearly very drunk, especially those establishments that cater for the student 
market. 
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): 
Drugs education for staff in pubs and clubs 
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): 
There wouldn't be any as the licence trade in our area has seen significant impact as a result of the current 
financial difficulties in the UK  
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. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
I believe that motorway service stations should not serve any alcohol of any kind.  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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



the on and off-trade 

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
I have worked in crime prevention for almost 10 years. This includes work as an academic researcher at the 
Jill Dando Institute of Crime Science where I completed work on alcohol related violence. I have published an 
academic paper on alcohol policy (Reference: Burrell, A., & Erol, R. (2009). Tackling violence in the night-time 
economy on the ground: putting policy into practice in England and Wales. Crime Prevention and Community 
Safety: An International Journal, 11 (3), 189-203.). I currently work as a training consultant for a company 
specialising in security. I therefore have some knowledge of the area under consultation. I have, however, 
selected Member of the Public as this is my most important role when it comes to deciding policy. 
Score 
0 

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Not on it's own. We need a comprehensive strategy for tackling the culture of drinking in the UK. Alcohol is 
very inexpensive in some countries and they do not have the problems we have. For example, many 
European countries have the more cafe culture and provide food/snacks with alcohol drinks. There is also no 
instance to &quot;drink to get drunk&quot; like we have here. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I do not see why moderate/sensible drinkers should be penalised for the behaviour of the minority of people 
who drink to excess. If you make alcohol more expensive we risk increasing the culture of people getting 
drunk even before they go out. There are also some licensed premises (not all by any account) who serve 
people who have already consumed too much. This does not help and could be better regulated. 
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): 
Possibly small retailers. Licensed premises if people drink at home instead of going out to socialise. The 
moderate/sensible drinker - this could affect discounts for higher quality items. Why should they pay more to 
enjoy a good bottle of wine? 
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, why should offers be withdrawn from moderate drinkers to try and tackle the drinking of a minority? I 
have yet to see any evidence that offers fuel drinking directly, I believe it is the culture of drinking/attitude of 
some drinkers that is the core problem. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Obviously it would affect anyone who buys alcohol. I can understand the argument presented if you are 
talking about multi buy offers in pubs/clubs as you need to consume the alcohol when you buy it. However, if 
someone buys 3 bottles of wine for £10 at the supermarket then there is no evidence as far as I am aware 
that they will drink them all that evening. Rather, people tend to bulk buy alcohol and then consume as normal 
for them. I have certainly never drunk more at home purely because it is available and I'm sure many other 
people are the same. 
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): 
The key word here is &quot;irresponsible&quot;. Promotions are fine, but irresponsible promotions that 
encourage a lot of consumption or the mixing of drinks are not. 
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 of the above listed options are sensible but only if properly implemented. There is no point providing free 
tap water if this is only available from the sinks in the toilets for example. 
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): 
This question is not clear. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I don't know but whatever evidence there is needs to be shared with the public. Part of the problem is that 
people can feel as though they are being preached to and told what to do. Instead, information needs to be 
shared to help people make informed decisions. It is much more sustainable to change behaviour if it is 
chosen rather than forced.  
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): 
I am not familiar with the policy. 
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): 
Information needs to be shared in a sensible way. The media have a tendency to scare-monger which could 
make people think "I'm going to die anyway so what's the point". Like the smoking information, I think sharing 
information on how health will improve if alcohol intake is reduced will help.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   



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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
I suspect this will be a balancing act - one the one hand ensuring that businesses are not irresponsible, on the 
other allowing people to accommodate their customers needs. Hopefully the licensing paperwork would not 
be too onerous.  
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): 
Maybe, hard to say how this would work in practice. 
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: 
I think this is a good idea. Licensing is not a "one size fits all" issue. It makes much more sense to be flexible 
with businesses for whom selling alcohol is an ancillary activity rather than core business. All in all, I think we 
are probably all on the same page about finding the best measures to identify and tackle irresponsible 
vendors, it's just a matter of how to achieve it!  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
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. 
Don't know 
Score 



0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
The problem with giving local authorities the ability to determine which premises are exempt could cause 
some businesses to argue that it is unfair they can't do something where someone a mile away (across a 
border) can. National exemption sounds like a better idea but I don't know who I'd give it to.  
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.) 
I suspect there would be some concerns about the risk of encouraging drink driving if alcohol was more 
readily available at service stations.  
Page Score 



0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences X     

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
As mentioned earlier I think that more work on tackling the culture of drinking is needed to build a 
comprehensive strategy. The ideas presented in this consultation are interesting but I think there is scope for 
more work on educational options.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
18-24 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
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): 
Increasing the price will cause more trouble by making it even more economical to drink spirits instead of 
beers and ciders, it is far easier to binge drink on spirits than beer and cider due to the volume of liquid. 
Supermarkets offer a great comparison by showing the price per litre of the drinks and its quite easy to work 
out that spirits are far more economical. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
This question is pointless, if you drink alcohol you are either a responsible or a &quot;harmful and hazardous 
drinker&quot;, their are no other groups. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes 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): 



It is not having cheap alcohol that is the problem, it is serving it to people that should not be given it that is the 
problem. If some on is drunk or becomes drunk in a club then that is because the venue is not following the 
law. Unless laws are properly enforced then nothing will stop anti-social behaviour, if people are getting into 
clubs drunk from &quot;pre-drinking&quot; and then continue to be served (as happens in most places) then 
cheap alcohol is not to blame, its poor venue management. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
More random checks on bars to make sure that they are not serving drunk people more alcohol. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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



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

      

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
18-24 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
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): 
making things more expensive just means people spend more money on them (that they may or may not 
have to spare) not that people buy less. If anything this is more likely to push people into cheaper and 
generally more dangerous alternatives e.g bootleg alcohol and both 'legal' and illegal drugs. 
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): 
Poor people. Also, the families of alcoholics. It will have no effect on well off people who far excede the 
recommended consumption of alcohol and are victims of strokes and heart attacks. 
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): 
One for the price of two due to minimum unit pricing. 
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): 
They are often the only way that drinks are affordable as it is, let alone after minumum prices have come into 
play. 
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 try hard to get the best value for money whilst shopping. 
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 No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 



0 

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

      

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: 
Because I'm answering a questionnaire and do not wish my personal details to be routinely put in the public 
domain where such detail can be harvested for marketing campaigns, targeting malware attacks and other 
damaging or illegal purposes. This should be the default and it is disgraceful that it is not. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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



0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Minimum unit pricing will do little to effect a reduction in harm. People in these groups will either continue at 
the higher price or discover ways to fund the additional costs. Specifically, I do not believe that the price of 
alcohol addresses the more relevant social problems that lead to damaging behavior. 
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): 
It will be impossible not to negatively affect responsible drinkers who buy the cheaper products on offer. 
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 impact on people who choose to drink responsibly. Where is the harm to a couple who would buy 2 
bottles of wine for the price of one at the weekend? 
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 on lower incomes. 
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?  
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

  X   



Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



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

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

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

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

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

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
18-24 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
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 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Those who use multi-buy promotions in order to save money in the long term would clearly lose out. For 
example, if a supermarket were to sell Champagne on a 3 for 2 discount then it is quite concievable that 
someone might buy three bottles for a family party and save much needed money. It is not only binge drinkers 
who make use of multi buy promotions. They are a key part of everyday budgeting for many 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 
Don't 
know 

No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes No Yes 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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There are many reasons why alcohol fuels crime if people want to get alcohol they will regardless of cost 
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): 
Pubs, consumers, retailers  
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): 
Impact on responsible drinkers 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
See same question in mup section 
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?  
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

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

  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 
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0 
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13. 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. 
East Midlands 
Score 
0 

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

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
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): 
What you have to understand is that people who want to drink themselves senseless, or 'pre-load before a 
night out will do so regardless of the fact that the minimum price per unit will 25p, 45p or 75p. All you will be 
doing is causing the poorer people in our society more financial stress. Of course a minimum price might also 
force more of our younger 'thrill seekers' onto lightweight drugs, which as we all know, leads onto heroin, 
cocaine etc. Minimum pricing will not stop the sales of cheap booze. 
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): 
EU law for a start! 
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): 
Of course it will affect more than the small minority of irresponsible drinkers, but then thats all government 
want to do anyway-get more taxes to keep this country solvent-try getting out of the EU for a start! 
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): 
Try the age limit. According to gov't, if you don't look 25 you have to be ID'd, so why not employ that strategy 
and give the working classes a break for once. 
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): 
Adults who now drink at home, have garden parties for families & friends because they no longer go to the 
pub-and why do they no longer go to the pub? Because Blairs gov't killed off the pubs with the smoking ban. 
When all the pubs have shut beer sales will only be from 'off trade sources' aprt from the 'home brewers'! 
carry on killimng this country off why don't you. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of Yes Yes Yes Yes 



free tap water 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The present day quoted figure of cost to the NHS for alcohol related treatments-circa £3.3bn per annum. 
Alcohol related deaths-but you are going to get them no matter what you try and do.  
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): 
They will have used whatever was deemed necessary at the time it was dealt with.  



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: 
Any business should be able to offer its customers a glass of wine as a mere courtesy!  
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): 
People will drink if they want to drink, you will not be able to stop them. What are you going to do to 'govern' 
home brewers who can produce up to 50 bottles per week? Nothing, therefore you have no control, nor tax 
opportunity with such people. 
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. 
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. 
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 whole concept of minimum pricing is wrong and stupid. It is proposed on the basis that only the poor 
drinking cider are the ones who commit crimes and have health problems as only they will not be able to 
afford alcohol with minimum pricing. What about rich people who commit crimes and have health problems. 
Minimum pricing won't touch them. Have you thought of that. Didn't think so. 
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. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
So harmful and hazardous drinkers are ones who will not be able to afford slightly more expensive alcohol. 
And responsible drinkers who only drink nice fancy wines won't be affected. Well I have news for you, 
alcoholics will drink wine and expensive spirits as well as cheap cider. Who are responsible drinkers anyway? 
Those who buy small amount of cheap alcohol as that is all they can afford or rich people who buy dozens of 
bottles of wine from a wine club? 
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): 
The state should not be defining what is good and what is bad. For one reason, no matter what the 
government does, humanity being an inventive and ingenious mammal will always find a way round any 
regulations. All the state can do is keep adjusting and tweaking it till it becomes a uncontrollable monster and 
no longer carries out it's original premise. And then there is the law of unintended consequences. It's likely 
that a minimum price will encourage home brewing and smuggling - both liable to lead to people dying from 
drinking alcohol with dangerous chemicals in them. 
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): 
Not that there should be no other factors, but that there should not be a ban full stop. 
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): 
Not that are no other groups, there should be no groups affected by a ban. 
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): 
What is irresponsible promotion? Irresponsible according to whom? A goody two-shoes or a common criminal 
or just a normal person who enjoys drinking with friends. No business would something that would harm their 
image. Therefore all promotions are valid and responsible as they aim to increase turnover and profitability of 
an organisation. 
Score 
0 

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

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
Too much regulation and control by those who have no understanding of how a business works, nor how 
people react to irresponsible regulations and illogical guidelines. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Not to have any policy that bases its working on health. There is no way any alcohol regulation can control the 
health of individuals. Only individuals can do this. No matter what policy is in place, there will always be 
alcohol abuse, either by working around the system or by illegal acts. Just look to prohibition in the United 
States to see how well it worked - NOT! 
Score 
0 

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



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: 
All other businesses. It is up to the business itself to decide if alcohol is appropriate or not, not a licensing 
authority. Even with all businesses able to make up their own mind, 99% will not provide alcohol. So licensing 
would not be necessary.  
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): 
So long as there is no prescribed amount. Nor should there be any definition of what the proportion of a sales 
transaction is. 
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: 



Remove licensing all together. It has done nothing positive in all the years it's been in place and it only allows 
busy bodies and nannying fussbuckets to control what happens in their area without any voice from the 
majority of people.  
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). 
All businesses should be exempt from regulations concerning the sale of alcohol and late night refreshment.  
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.) 
The best way of not burdening authorities would be to remove all statutory licensing requirements. It's all 
about people paying their fare share of tax, but when that tax goes towards all forms of red tape and 
bureaucracy then it's just basically money down the drain.  
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 whole basis of the impact assessments is that alcohol is harmful and unhealthy when it is not. The only 
thing that is bad about alcohol is that some people are addicted to it for personal psychological reasons and 
others drink to excess whilst the vast majority have no problems with drinking alcohol. The whole concept of 
alcohol control is that the whole class should be punished for the misdemeanour’s of a tiny minority.  
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 
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. 
18-24 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No minimum pricing. This just punishes the majority of sensible drinkers. If some people drink to excess this 
minimum unit price will make no difference to them. 
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): 
Negative impact on every single person who is not an idiot or t-total. 
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 responsible drinkers are punished for the idiocy of some. Heavy drinkers will not be deterred by multi-buy 
offers, they will buy as much as they need. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No 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. 
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       

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. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

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

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South East England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
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 would be preferable as minimum alcohol pricing is a flawed concept based on evidence which was 
pre-conceived by vested interest NGOs and other state-funded organisations. 
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): 
No. As above, no minimum unit price for alcohol should be considered. 
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): 
It has been extensively documented that minimum unit pricing will unfairly punish poorer household budgets 
and is therefore deeply regressive. The flawed Sheffield University evidence behind the proposal performs 
statistical contortions in an attempt to conceal this basic and unavoidable fact. The less well off will, 
commensurate with the most basic of economic theory, be those who are more likely to purchase inexpensive 
alcohol products, whereas the more affluent will be unaffected. Minimum unit pricing, irrespective of levels of 
consumption, is a stealth tax on the poor but not on the rich. The proposal is very badly targeted. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 



Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
It is not the purpose of government to interfere in the choices of both business owners and the public. 
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 should be taken from Scotland where bans on multi-buy promotions have been in effect for some 
time. It has been well-documented that there has been no resultant beneficial behaviour. On the contrary, off 
sales have remained static but single buy products have been reduced in price to remain within the law. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Yes, evidence from Scotland shows that young drinkers are more able to buy single units now the price on 
them has been reduced. The legislation has resulted in cheaper entry level volumes of alcohol. The policy has 
comprehensively failed and has potential to make matters worse in the future, not better. 
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. 
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): 
This question does not allow all points of view. The proposed mandatory licensing conditions assume, as a 
pre-condition, that promotions in pubs and clubs are irresponsible. Government taxation over many years has 
ensured that, even with discounting, prices charged are far more expensive than many other countries within 
the EU. 
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 further mandatory conditions. Those currently in effect, coupled with punitive rates of 
taxation via the ongoing duty escalator, are already more than necessary. 
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): 
Health should not be a consideration for leisure licensing. The decision should be returned to the judicial 
system which is a far better assessor than politically-motivated local authorities or health groups with an 
agenda.  
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): 
As above, an impartial judiciary should be the arbiter of harm from licensing, not political or health interests. 
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 inevitably lead to an unwarranted reduction of choice and a further incentive for unregulated drinking 
within the home. It is directly at odds with the stated aims of minimum unit pricing, so should be discarded as 
futile and even irresponsible as a policy.  
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: 
This should be afforded to all businesses that apply.  
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 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 



box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
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. 
Voluntary and community organisation 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Cedar Tree Residents Association 
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. 
757  
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. 
aproching them and asking them or being approched standing out side local shops  
all views was simply given by asking.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
West Midlands 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
55-64 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I would like to know where you get your findings you are totally wrong on all counts and the price will not deter 
just make more trouble for others. 
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): 
evidance of where they got the information evidance of who gave the information and most of all evidance of 
who was paid to gather this evidance and make them publicly know. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
the low income families who will be made to pay for bad sevays this idea will only make things worse for 
everyone all reasonable people that drink for social reasons will be afected everyone who stays at home for a 
social drink will be afected. the only ones not afected is the ones your targeting why do none of you have any 
clue on what to do. 
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): 
Public opinion should be considered first and for most not heath or government members just making things 
up. Community groups opinions Community surveys should be made by the community funded by the 
Government that might stop them trying to fix what is not broken  
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 general public for every home party they provide including Christmas and the New Year and birthday 
parties and lots more weddings funerals every thing Low paid and low income all will be affected Community 
events and community groups would be affected alcoholics will be affected but will not stop they will have to 
have their fix one way or another The only ones not affected is the ones the Government claim to be targeting 
Store traders will be affected Pubs and clubs will be affected the chain goes on  
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
If you want to slow down binge drinking make it cheaper to go to the pubs and clubs If you want to reduce 
violence on the streets make it cheaper to go to the local pubs and clubs they have to behave if they want o 
remain in the premises that’s the difference of drinking in the streets Relax the law on smoking in pubs and 
clubs or give alternatives like smoking club none smoking club like the rest of Europe that are not closing their 
pubs and clubs down  
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): 
How can any body or organisation check or know what is the course of self harm when you are only taking in 
to account alcohol what about drugs every kid every teen has drugs or uses them the majority of all people 



use drugs illegal drugs and legal drugs and all will play their part in the health related fact when drinking 
alcohol should we check everyone’s medications before serving them do you know how stupid this all is. 
You seriously need some better information gathers. 
you can not get the 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 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Just leave it alone it is not the problem and it will do more harm than good 
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 effect at all just a waist of time funds and resources  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government’s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     



Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Yes 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
something useful that may work wow 
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. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     



Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences X     

Score 



0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
25-34 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Local industries, such as distilleries, brewers, pubs, &c. would be negatively affected by any move towards 
minimum pricing. Government should not be taking measures against industries in the UK that provide jobs. 
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 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No Yes No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes No No 

Age verification policy No No No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No Yes No Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
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. 
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. 
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: 
Public Health Southampton City PCT 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
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. 
JSNA  
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): 
This is going in the right direction, however we would have more confidence in a higher rate of 50p-60p per 
unit , thiswould be more likely to achieve these 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): 
Health inequalities.and social cohesion. Domestic violence Sickness/absence ED attendances and many 
others 
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): 
Potentially a huge range of society could benefit . Many direct and indirect. 
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 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Age verification policy Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 



pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Application of these criteria varies. For example student freshers week promotions with very low priced 
alcohol, and establishments vying for trade by trying to be the cheapest. 
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): 
Routine data from the NHS highlights the severity of the problem and the growing burden of illness, and 
hospital demand resulting from excessive alcohol use; but its correlation with spatial data on outlet density 
and individual licensing requests is complex and we cannot attribute harm directly to specific outlets in the 
majority of cases.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
It could have a positive effect by illustrating the magnitude of harm, trends over time, and some resource 
implications of alcohol related harm. It also provides partners with a common understanding of the harms 
caused by alcohol in a local area and that helps us align our efforts together. 
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 

      

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?  
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. 
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. 

  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. 
Small or medium sized enterprise involved in licensed trade/club premises (up to 50 employees) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Plas Tan y Graig - guest house 
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. 
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 X     



qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

  X   

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion   X   

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
Yes 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Difficult to legislate for a prescribed amount 
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: 
Keep requirement for personal licence holder  
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 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. 



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the 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 

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

4. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

5. A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 0 

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Impact on disposable income and enjoyment of the overwhelming majority of responsible drinkers of yet 
another unjustified tax and 'nanny state intervention. 
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 overwhelming majority of responsible drinkers including lower and middle earning families and 
pensioners who are beign subjected to another unjustified tax increase 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 



No 
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): 
where will this end - why not ban multi buy offers on crips or fatty foods. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Lower and middle earnign families and pensioners, along with responsible drinkers. People lookign forward to 
Xmas and planning parties. Will encourage the return of the booze cruise to France and online purchases or 
will all these things be banned by the Government too ? 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes No Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 



pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
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: 
all businesses =- why does the state know best ?  
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 

      

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     X 



only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Female 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
18-24 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No level - the study's projections are highly flawed and it's not up to the government to set minimum prices 
anyway. 
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. 
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 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
I am myself a hazardous drinker and no price change will affect this. Only I can motivate myself to stop my 
stupid behaviour - minimum pricing will only hurt my family and poor people's families whilst not changing 
behaviour. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government’s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 



Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Making the poor poorer, whilst not affecting behaviour, as can be seen in Scotland. 
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. 
Yes 



Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
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). 
Computer modelled projections are ridiculous, and "public health" moneygrubbers will write anything to keep 
themselves in a job.  
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: 
Spelthorne 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. 
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. 
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): 
I think it will affect those harmful and hazardous drinkers that are on a low income more than those that aren't. 
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 same principles apply to the on-trade - you are still encouraging customers to buy (and drink) more than 
they might have otherwise. 
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 main argument against the ban is that it affects responsible drinkers as well as irresponsible drinkers. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Don't know 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 principle is sound, but the wording of the condition makes enforcement almost impossible unless you can 
demonstrate that there were consequences to the promotion, ie that it lead to crime and disorder. 
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 think the Licensing Act licences should work more like Gambling act licences, with mandatory and default 
conditions to address risks that apply to that sector. Special conditions can then be added to tailor the licence 
to the individual risks if necessary. 
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): 
In our borough, the main problem with irresponsible alcohol retailing is with the off-trade. It is common to find 
staff selling alcohol with no training or concept of how to challenge those customers who may be underage or 
already drunk (such as street drinkers). It is also common to find staff working on their own with little or no 
understanding of English, which must make challenging individuals at least difficult. It appear to be too easy to 
get a licence, both a premises licence and a personal licence. Conditions should cover staff training, good 
practice such as keeping refuslas records etc. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
A&E data and ambulance call outs, as well as data from hospitals about where (particularly under age people) 
are getting their alcohol from, if possible.  
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): 
guidance to health care providers would be helpful 
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: 
those that sell alcohol via the internet only and not direct to the public  
Q31. The aim of a new ‘ancillary seller’ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
I have reservations about how the definition will be interpreted without more specific criteria. eg less than 5% 
of sales. I also have doubts about the enforceability. 
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: 
Most businesses/ organisations would not abuse the light touch. However some indivduals and organisations 
seem to delight in exploiting loopholes, so any proposals would need to assess the risks of this type of 
potential abuse.  
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). 
airports, major rail stations and major bus terminals  
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.) 
Premises licence application packs should be tailored to the sector. Requirements to copy every applicaiton to 
all of the responsible authorities should be lifted. mandatory and default conditions could enable applications 
to be made without the need for applicants to come up with their own (often unenforceable) 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). 
I have not had an opportunity to read the impact assessments  



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 
 

 

 


