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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. 

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 Response 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The impact on the many people who drink completely responsibly 



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): 
People with low income 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

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

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

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 

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

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

Page Score 

0 



Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No Don't know No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes Yes No 

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. 

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 
      

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers     X 

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

X     



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

Score 

0 

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

No Response 

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

No 

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   



Score 

0 

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

No Response 

Page Score 

0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 

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

Yes 

Score 

0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden 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       

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 



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. 
Male 
Score 
0 

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Zero. The government has absolutely NO business fixing the price of any product, let alone one produced 
entirely by private business. Whether good-intentioned or not (an it is most certainly not) there is no excuse 
for this type of illiberal behaviour. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There is no evidence whatsoever the a minimum unit price would have any benficial effects (computer model 
results do NOT constitute evidence, particularly when the model is new and not based on known real-world 
parameters). Human behaviour is highly non-linear and cannot be successfully modelled numerically. There 
is, however, strong evidence that price fixing policies will harm already ailing businesses and will hit the poor 
hardest whilst having little or no effect on the rich. Also, price fixing is illegal by the laws of your own dearly-
beloved EU (which we actually want out of). 
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The poor. They will be hit disproportionately regardless of whether their consumption levels are excessive or 
not. Government opinion of &quot;excessive&quot; is based on ridiculous BMA figures which were simply 
invented on the spot (documented evidence exists to this effect). 
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): 
Private enterprise is free to market its products in any manner it sees fit. If that means selling at a lower 
margin then so be it. Similarly customers have the right to seek their desired product at the cheapest price 
they can find. This is the free market, a concept that Britain has previously fought numerous wars to defend. It 
shouldn't be given up now on a government whim. 
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): 
Everybody. Customers will buy products at the cheapest price they can find (unless they happen to be able to 
claim it on expenses, that it). Most people buying multi-buys are simply using good economic sense and their 
rate of consumption will be unaffected. They do not deserve to be ripped off. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 



Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes 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 Response 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
This is an unfair leading question. Mandatory licensing conditions are excessive, ineffective and should be 
repealed. 
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): 
Neither should have any mandatory licensing conditions. Any licensing conditions imposed (and they should 
be minimal if at all) should be decided locally on a case-by-case basis. 
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 government has no mandate for imposing any health issues on the public. Individuals, not the 
government, own their own bodies and are free to do with them what they will. Furthermore, alcohol is 
nowhere near as damaging to health as the public are led to believe by government, media and BMA lies.  
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): 
Scrap the entire CIP process. You might even be able to cut taxes as a result of the money saved. 
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 would waste further taxpayers' money at a time of enormous (and increasing) national debt, whilst resulting 
in further restrictions to private enterprise and increased levels of misery, particularly for the poor.  
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. 
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: 
Absolutely any business should have the right to sell absolutely any legal product without government 
interference.  
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): 
Silly inflexible numerically-stated conditions are irrelevant and always fail to account for the details of specific 
scenarios. 
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 sounds like proposals for a "lighter touch" may actually lead to more paperwork, a wider range of forms and 
general confusion (which will no doubt be exploited to shut down disfavoured businesses as they will usually 
be found to have "incorrectly" entered something due to a genuine honest mistake or misunderstanding). 
Genuine reduction in paperwork, process and legislation would be favourable though.  
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. 
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). 
There should be no licensing to be exempt from. Repeal it. Sales of hot food are not a problem. if people 
misbehave outside such locations then identify the culprits and punish them appropriately (and constructively, 
at a net financial benefit to the taxpayer - i.e. unpaid work). Do not punish the business owners.  
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 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 

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.) 
Repeal the lot. And while you're at it, impose staff and budget cuts on local authorities. They are a cancer out 
of control, sucking the public dry.  
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). 
Far too much faith is being placed in unreliable and, in some cases, non-existant data. This applies to EVERY 
impact assessment produced for justification of EVERY government objective. The practice of government 
paying to lobby itself (using money stolen from taxpayers) is still going on and needs to be stopped.  
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: 
Preference 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Police force 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
GMP 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Age verification policy Yes Yes No 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): 
Irresponsible promotions condition needs to be a lot more prescriptive (too Vague in its current form) 
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): 
Alcohol related hospital admissions figures. 
Alcohol related arrest figures  
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 would strengthen the case for CIPs being ibntroduced  
Page Score 
0 

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



Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



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

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
15 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 



of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

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

    X 

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

    X 



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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

No No No No 

Score 
0 

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

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

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



and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
Off sales cause more problems than on sales. Looking at irresponsible promotions, especially in 
supermarkets may help address the issue, though minimum pricing may assist 
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 - 5395955  
 

Date Started: 24/01/2013 10:14:09 Date Ended: 24/01/2013 10:18:03 

Time taken: 3 mins, 54 secs  IP Address: n/a 

Unique ID: n/a 
 

 

 

Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
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. 
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. 
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 
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 
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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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



box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Setting a minimum unit price will not work as it will not affect products brought from the EU or elsewhere for 
'personal consumption'. If one is to be set, a high price is required (preferably on abv % not units) to deter 
drinking as an acceptable pastime and tighter controls are needed on the import of goods 
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): 
Alcohol is a drug and can be dangerous. As such, the view should be to deter drinking as an acceptable 
pastime - need to address why people consider they have to have alcohol to relax 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes No 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): 



Conditions/measures need to be proactive not reactive - irresponsible promotions are only deemed 
irresponsible if an incident occurs - most sensible people see promotions as irresponsible when they are 
announced and do not have to wait for something to happen. This would be the best approach 
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 provision of plastic/shatterproof glasses in premises licensed for on sales, and pouring of contents 
of glass bottles into said glasses 
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 approach is heavy handed on the on trade while the off trade is also a major cause for concern - it is the 
off trade which sells to under-age people, which supplies drinks to alcoholics/street drinkers, and leads to a 
clustering of people outside shops causing anti-social behaviour 
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 do not think that this is worthwhile or appropriate - it is all based upon statistics which can be skewed and 
are not accurate  
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): 
Consider that the promotion of health is not actually a licensing objective, therefore would not be appropriate 
to consider a CIP on the basis of something which is not a licensing objective. 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 



answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
The impact would be negative, mostly useless, and not a true reflection of the extent of alcohol harm. There is 
no way of accurately recording where people buy alcohol from if they are at risk of harm, a CIP does not add 
restrictions to existing premises, and people can easily travel to other parts of the borough or just over the 
borough border to purchase alcohol from new shops set up in areas which are not subject to CIPs. The main 
risks to harm are struggling shops which sell any alcohol to any person in order to make money, not 
responsible retailers  
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: 
A true restaurant may be worthy of some exemption, where they do not provide a separate bar, and alcohol is 
only provided as part of a full table meal with waiter service. The main aim of a restaurant is to sell food so 
alcohol is naturally ancillary.  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
This would rely on accurate keeping of sales records, and trawling through records to find if an event met this 
criteria. This will be an additional burden for both small businesses (who would need regular auditing) and 
licensing authorities (in order to monitor that the criteria are met). 
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: 
A lighter touch authorisation does not mean a simpler licensing system - it makes it more complicated  
Page Score 
0 

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



0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
A true restaurant, which offers a full sit down table meal, no separate bar, and without take-away facilities 
(which are not often problematic) could be considered exempt from obtaining a licence for LNR  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

    X 

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
A big burden for licensing authorities is chasing unpaid debts for licence fees. This burden could be reduced if 
the Licensing Act was made to resemble the Gambling Act in that when a licence fee is not paid, the licence is 
revoked. Suspending a licence currently still means that the premises accrues debt, and any new owners 
apply for their own licence as it is cheaper than paying the old debt to lift the suspension, meaning that an 
authority must still proceed with recovery action  
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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. 
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 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There should not be any minimum price as this will effect poorer responsible drinkers. If the present Laws 
were strictly enforced relating to not serving alcohol to under 18's and not serving alcohol in licensed premises 
to a person who appears to be intoxicated, then this would have a greater effect on reducing drink related 
crimes. 
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 cost on poorer responsible drinkers. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Poorer people and 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 
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): 
How many prosecutions were there last year for selling alcohol to under 18's and seriving alcohol to an 
intoxicated person? Are there present Laws being strictly enforced? 
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 finacial effect on poorer resposible drinkers and 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. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 



Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Strict enforcement of present Laws of not serving alcohol to under 18's and not serving alchol to a person who 
appears to be intoxicated. 
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): 
there should be no further coditions to the off-trade just stricly enforce the laws we have. 
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. 
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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Drinkers of craft cider. 
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 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 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
Because I do 
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): 
The government should leave things as they are, tackle the people that binge drink not the vast majorety that 
are responsable drinkers 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
the impact on responsable 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. 
Do nothing - the minimum unit price should not be adjusted 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



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

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

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

Don't know Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

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



If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
get tough on the promoters 
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. 
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. 
Person or organisation specialising in licensing law 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
LICENCE TRADE CONSULTANTS 
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. 
5  
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. 
WEEKLY UP DATE MEETINGS  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
Yorkshire and the Humber 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



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

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

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
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 
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): 
UNFAIR PRICING FOR THE BENIFIT OF THE GOVERNMENT 
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 Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No Yes 

Score 
0 

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

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



0 

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

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
THIS IS ANOTHER GOVERNMENT TACTIC JUST LIKE THE SMOKING BAN GIVING ANOTHER 
HURDLE TO STOP LICENSES  
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): 
IF NO OBJECTIONS ARE MADE LICENSES ARE GRANTED, BECAUSE OF HOW IT IS SET UP THE 
POLICE AND NOW HEALTH ORGANISATIONS WILL ALWAYS OBJECT  
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. 
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 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
n/a 
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. 
Northern Ireland 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The University of Sheffield research is a seriously flawed model. Alcohol consumption HAS been decreasing 
already yet none of the quoted &quot;benefits&quot; have come to pass. The Adam Smith Institute has de-
constructed this already. http://www.adamsmith.org/blog/liberty-justice/the-minimal-evidence-for-minimum-
pricing 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Apart from the fact that it has been shown not to work, you mean? 
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): 
Yes. Responsible adults will pay more for no good reason. 
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): 
Government has no business meddling to no good cause.Multi-buys are not the reason yobs fight in the 
street. There are already laws in force to deal with assault, drunkenness &c. These should be enforced and 
the law abiding majority left alone instead of being financially penalised. 
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): 
Multi buy promotions are a benefit for the vast majority of responsible people who can take advantage of 
them. It is clearly unfair to penalise this majority for the actions of a minority, the link to which is unproven in 
any case. 
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 the majority who are sensible responsible ADULTS. 
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): 
Restrictions on licensing will merely drive more of the legal alcohol trade underground. This has already 
happened in some areas of the UK where legal off licenses are closing as they cannot compete with the 
illegal unlicensed trade.  
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): 
Restrictions on licensing will merely drive more of the legal alcohol trade underground. This has already 
happened in some areas of the UK where legal off licenses are closing as they cannot compete with the 
illegal unlicensed trade.  
Page Score 
0 

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



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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers     X 

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

X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

      

Remove the centrally 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). 
I have no confidence in the "research methodology" used to generate these, particularly by the flawed 
University of Sheffield papers.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



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

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

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Despite government statements to the contrary, the poor will be impacted, ordinary citizens who have the right 
to consume alcohol will be affected, and the pub and retail trade will be affected as more people go on 'booze 
cruises' to France and pick up duty free for themselves and family/neighbours. A ridiculous 'fat tax' in 
Denmark had to be reapealed recently because people did not stop buying fatty foods due to overpricing; they 
simply shopped abroad, losing the government money as shoppers bought other goods in addition to their 
favourite 'unhealthy' foods elsewhere. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There is no need to ban multi-buy promotions 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
People will buy lower quality alcohol, damaging brands and overall sales, so producers and retailers will 
suffer. People with serious addictions will continue to buy alcohol at the same levels they always have, even if 
it means forgoing food or other essentials. They will not be affected either way. How on earth does buying 
three bottles of wine at a slightly reduced price for a family dinner make you less aware of how much you are 
drinking? All this will do is engender most disquiet at the government for making a traditional Sunday dinner 
with a glass of wine ever more expensive, therefore moderate drinkers will be affected and the government by 
negative opinion will be affected. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
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 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. 
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): 
http://www.adamsmith.org/blog/liberty-justice/the-minimal-evidence-for-minimum-pricing 
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). 
The minimum price per unit effect on health is based on flawed methodology as pointed out by the Adam 
Smith Institute, amongst others, and minimum pricing may yet be ruled as illegal.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No Response 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
50p would be better price 
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): 
Happy hour promotions 



Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
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 Response 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
may affect clubs etc but is reasonable 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
good start 



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): 
Do not sell drink to persons already inebriated 
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. 
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): 
reduction in alcohol related seizures, a+e attendances, violent crime, eventually liver disease breast cancer 
oesophageal cancer.......  
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): 
Think middle class moderate drinkers who currently are against minimum pricing would be happy to see 
benefits presented as saving to nhs and their tax better spent  
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: 
Availability should NOT be widened  
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): 



Should be no further widening of availability of alcohol--current problem is it is already too available -
availability should be reduced not widened 
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: 
Availability should not be widened  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact       

Ancillary sales of alcohol       

Temporary event notices       

Late night refreshment       

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper       

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations       

Personal licences       

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Please provide your reasons in the box below: 
Sorry, no. I don't have to give a reason. In any case, you've just said: &quot;we cannot give an assurance that 
confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.&quot; If you cannot give an assurance then why ask 
this question? 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Prefer not to say 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South West England 
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 preferable level is NO minimum unit price at all. And by the way, those estimated figures you give are 
based on the Sheffield study, which is flawed. 
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 other factors should be considered because there should NOT be a minimum unit price in the first place. 
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): 
Obviously, anyone who's less well-off will be particularly affected. Minimum pricing would act as a regressive 
tax. And in any case, the stated aims of minimum unit pricing will simply NOT work. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



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

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

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
1. The fact that it won't achieve what it sets out to achieve. 2. Demand and supply of a legal product should 
not be interfered with. 
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 

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 Yes 



Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

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

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

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

    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. 
Treat as confidential 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
The Nuance Group Duty and Tax Free Retailers operating Cardiff Airport 
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. 
300  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
We operate the Duty and Tax Free Shop ate Prestwick Airport in Scotland and we want the same rules to 
apply in our operational business at Cardiff Airport as they do in the Scottish Airports as this will be difficult for 
air passengers to understand.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
Rest of the world 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Don't know 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Following the lead of the Scottish Government, which has recently passed the alcohol minimum pricing 
Scotland Act 2012, the Home Office has set a target of implementing a minimum unit pricing (MUP) for 
alcohol sold in England by October 2014 in its Business Plan 2012-2015. The UK government has now begun 
a consultation on a 45p minimum price per unit of alcohol for England and Wales, although this may increase 
as Scottish ministers have recently set the planned minimum price at 50p a unit. As in Scotland, the UK 
Government's proposals include a ban on quantity discounts and promotions, such as two for the price of one, 
The imposition of a minimum price per unit and a restriction on promotions would have a disproportionate 
impact on travel retail where there are already rigid controls over the amount of liquor which can be 
purchased duty free and where the physical location of airport shops makes large volume purchases 
unfeasible. 
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 Scottish Parliamentary office has confirmed that Duty Free outlets in Scottish airports are exempt both 
from the quantity discount ban and from minimum unit pricing. This exclusion arises from the provisions of the 
Licensing (Scotland) Act 2005 which exempts outlets located in 'an examination station at an airport', ie the 
area beyond security, from the requirement to be licensed. It is essential that there is parity of treatment 
between Scottish and English duty free outlets and so, in the first instance, we would urge the UK 
Government to use the UK licensing laws to exempt products sold in export shops from the proposed 
legislation as, under existing English licensing legislation, premises within examonationstations are exempt 
from the requirement to be licensed. 
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 Scottish Parliamentary office has confirmed that Duty Free outlets in Scottish airports are exempt both 
from the quantity discount ban and from minimum unit pricing. This exclusion arises from the provisions of the 
Licensing (Scotland) Act 2005 which exempts outlets located in 'an examination station at an airport', ie the 
area beyond security, from the requirement to be licensed. It is essential that there is parity of treatment 
between Scottish and English duty free outlets and so, in the first instance, we would urge the UK 
Government to use the UK licensing laws to exempt products sold in export shops from the proposed 
legislation as, under existing English licensing legislation, premises within examonationstations are exempt 
from the requirement to be licensed. 
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): 
Arrival shops, like export shops, are unique in their nature and must also be afforded similar exemption as 
they do not pose the same risk in terms of promoting large scale alcohol consumption as high street outlats, 
unlike high street shops, arrival shops' customers do not buy in bulk and purchases are generally items 
selected on impulse or for gifts. Furthermore, as the Arrivals Shop in an airport is generally operated by the 
same retailer as the export shop, the retailer incur substantial IT costs to enable its point of sale system to 
deal with dual pricing, which, in itself, would create significant customer confusion. Dual pricing would 
potentially result in lost sales which, being generally impulse purchases, will not be replaced by high street 
sales elsewhere in the UK. The loss of such sales would impact on the Treasury's direct and indirect tax 
receipts. 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The sale of liquor by businesses operating in the Travel Retail sector is unique in nature, it is circumscribed by 
the very location of retail outlets and by security and tax controls which do not apply to its sale elsewhere in 
the UK. Consequently, it should be treated as a seperate case to alcohol sold on the domestic market, where 
there is free access to liquor stocks, and no limits apply to volumes purchase or to the ability of the customer 
to transport his/her purchases home. 
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): 
As outlined we believe that it would disadvantage the air traveller particularly because in Scotland airport duty 
and tax free shops have been made exempt. 
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  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
n/a 
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. 
n/a  
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. 
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. 
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): 
Many people who buy high strength larger purchase it singly and drink frm a plain brown bag. Young people 
who go out to get drunk are not phased by the cost Some people have taken to brewing their own drink (due 
to the recession) and there are even more dangers with that especially if it is not made from a regulated kit. A 
miniumu 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Will it really acheive an end to disorder and reduction in health - probably not as people will if they already 
have a drink problem seek alternatives if they cant afford to buy the drink of their choice. It may possibly lead 
to more agressive begging and more street roberies - unitl that side is tackled the situation will only mean the 
problem moves elsewhere but I suspect the negative drink culture for many is not likely to change much 
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): 
1. Agressive beggars and muggers might step up their negative behaviour to feed their habit 2. The police 
may be over burdened with recoding of incidents caused by an ncrease in street robberoies etc 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
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): 
Multi buy helps social/ensible drinkers mange their weekly food/drink/entertaining bill. This increase social 
activity and social interaction amongs family, t friends and neighbours as we already know there has been 
reported increase in lonliness for older people and if they are priced out of a social drink they may become 
further isolated. People who entertain at home are not usually a problem to others and are unlikely to take 
risks with their health and probably may drink a little more but not to a significant extent (mainly because they 
value their home and life) 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
see above reasons for leaving the current regime alone, but perhaps introduce higher Public Order fines for 
drunken behaviour and disorder in a public. A much higher fine is more likely to deter problem drinking than 
an increased unit price. Also with the fines have no way of letting individuals off with non payment attach it to 
their benefits or earnings if they do not pay up. Also anyone who goes into hospital following heavy drinking/ 
alcohol related illness should be required to pay for their treatment but only after the first time they have been 
admitted /treated and given access to other orgs such as the AA (one chance then you pay!) 
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 only shop once a month and take advantage of the offers and budget sensibly. Multi buys do not 
always make people buy more than they would normally - it is also an economic factor which would be worse 
if a minimum price per unit/ end of multi buys was initiated. 
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 Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes No No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Don't know 
Don't 
know 

Don't know 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. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Publicans already have a duty not to serve further drinks to someone who is intoxicated - just increase the 
penalties for doing so Clubs may have an additional issue in that they may be trying to mix (sometimes 
unmeasured) drinks this more readily thus potentially increasing the risk to health and intoxication. That is part 
of the club scene which probably requires attention (the famous drink from the bottle in the babers chair by 
footballers springs to mind and people may emulate their idols and try to be flash by doing the same in front of 
their friends - showing off so tackle that through eductaion in schools and colleges and get idols like 
footballers to send out a more appropriate message)  
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): 
Costs to the NHS for treatment 
Costs to LAs for clearing up vomit  
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): 
Have suitable fines and additional changes for any costs involved as a result of a drunk person 
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): 
Cleaner streets ie no piles of vomit on the pavement 
Less noise late at night  
Less rowdy behaviour  
Reduced hospital treatments  
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, 

  X   



that is both the above options 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

X     

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 



0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden       

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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 exemption - Motorway service stations/areas should not be allowed to sell alcohol at all irrispective of the 
time of day or night  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

    X 

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   



Temporary event notices   X   

Late night refreshment   X   

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Licensing authority 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Association of Greater Manchester Authorities plus two additional Local Authorities 
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. 
12  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
A sub group was formed and the consultaton was considered.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
North West England 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There will be additional resource implications for enforcement for Local Authorities. Increase in selling illicit 
alcohol and an increase in people who will be purchasing illicit alcohol which could lead to health issues.  
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): 
On trade will benefit making it a more level playing field, the off trade will benefit from an increase in pricing. 
Moderate drinkers on low income, e.g. pensioners. LA evidence is that children are also obtaining alcohol 
from home, parents may think about reducing the amount of spend on alcohol.  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
All offers should be included if the intension is to control the supply of alcohol through price. All discounted 
offers on the off-trade as these will still encourage people to buy more than they might ordinarily would. E.g. A 
bottle of wine that usually costs £10 discounted to £5 will encourage customers to get 2 for the price of one 
while they can. Only a proportion of customers would keep the money they save and spend it on other things.  
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
A ban on all promotions would be much simpler to implement and enforce. The table included the consultation 
document demonstrates the complexity in what is and what is not included in the ban. Enforcement officers 
would have to check the individual prices of products included in promotions to assess whether it is compliant 
or not. If there was a ban on all promotions that would be a lot easier to assess for enforcement and leave no 
room for retailer „confusion‟ and easier to implement 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The off-trade would be affected by having to remove the banned promotions and reconsider how to attract 
customers. On trade would benefit Impact on police and management of night time economy, reduce the 
potential or quantity of „pre-loading‟ especially in young people. Moderate drinkers on low income.  
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 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

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

Age verification policy No No No No 

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): 
The current guidance on what constitute an irresponsible promotion is unclear and open to interpretation. 
More clarity is needed so that licensees and enforcement officers are clear on what is and is not allowed. 
Conditions are not clearly defined and are unenforceable.  
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): 
An introduction of a new mandatory condition to require all staff selling alcohol to undertake an accredited 
training course. All those responsible for selling alcohol should have a personal licence to instil the 
responsibility of selling a potentially dangerous substance. There should be no instances of children working 
in off-licences and being potentially intimidated to sell alcohol to other minors or irresponsibly. There should 
be a mandatory condition that restricts the selling of alcohol unless by people who are over 21 years of age. A 
mandatory condition of a “Challenge 25” should be imposed on all licences Till prompts to force an interaction 
to challenge ID Need to ensure off-trade are held as accountable for the sale of alcohol as on-trade. In 
Rochdale there is a direct correlation between hotspots of alcohol related anti-social behaviour and high 
density of off-licences. Restrictions on irresponsible promotions should be also cost related and should 
prohibit heavily discounting ready-to-drink „alcopops‟ or „shot‟ liqueurs that young people are most attracted 
to.  
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
Should apply to on and off trade as appropriate 
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 and E data,  
Ambulance data,  
Information from local GP‟s 
 
However even if a CIP was introduced each application would need to be Judged on its own merits. 
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): 
Health related issues in the area where the CIP is based. 
 
Data would provide a stronger evidence base for making decisions 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   



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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
There should be no deregulation in relation to alcohol. By giving a free mandate for certain businesses we will 
have no way of making sure they are providing alcohol in a sensible way. This proposal goes against the 
heightening of responsibility in terms of alcohol within the on and off-trade and indeed the wider general 
public. It is remiss to exclude a selection of businesses from this responsibility based on the fact that alcohol 
is not the main component of their business.  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
No exemptions 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
Our consideration is in relation to the fragmentation of Licensing Act which would create a system open to 
abuse.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 



exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
None  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 



consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing     X 

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
1250  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
Consulted with local directors of public health 
Consulted with Area Planning Boards 
Consulted with local and national alcohol lead officers 
Shared draft response with all of the above, adjusted after replies  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
Wales 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
We should be asking for 50p per unit as a minimum based on the health gains when compared to 45p per 
unit. However, there is an essential need for regular review of the impact of the pricing increase. The 
affordability of alcohol has increased by 45% since 1980 and although sales of alcohol have declined by 5% 
over the last few years it is important to maintain this downturn in consumption. The evaluation of the 50p per 
unit implementation in Scotland (when the legal challenge of this comes to an end) should also be monitored 
to ascertain if this is a more impactful figure. A level of 50p would be markedly more effective in reducing 
consumption and thus reducing alcohol related health, crime and disorder issues. Research (supported by 
BMA findings) has identified that a level of 50p would be needed to reduce the number of hazardous and 
harmful drinkers. It however, strongly believed that any cost increase would affect the quantity of alcohol 
bought cheaply at supermarkets for the purpose of pre-loading. It is difficult to imagine how further reductions 
in alcohol related violent harm can be made should supermarkets continue to sell alcohol cheaply. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The impact on Emergency Departments needs to be considered as this is likely to be where the greatest 
effect will be realised. Yes, there may be a lack of local data but where it exists the difference between 45p 
and 50p will be profound. The table should have set out 45p v 50p options as it is difficult to compare as it 
stands. The minimum unit price should be reviewed after a set period based on the model used by Health 
Scotland. Research by the University of Sheffield based on the population of Scotland found that: • A 50p 
minimum price was associated wity a reduction in consumption of 7.8%, a 45p minimum by 6% and a 40p 
minimum by 4.6% • Lower minimum price thresholds are associated with reductions in beer/cider and spirit 
consumption but increases in wine consumption due to switching. Wine consumption also starts to decrease 
at thresholds over 45p. • As minimum price threshold increases, alcohol-related hospital admissions and 
deaths are estimated to reduce. Within the research model a reduction of 5,100 hospital admissions per 
annum was forecast for a 40p threshold compared with a 6,600 reduction for a 45p threshold and 8,600 for 
50p threshold.  
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): 
A minimum price per unit will raise awareness of the health, social and economic implications of alcohol 
consumption and have a positive impact on the irresponsible drinking habits of those with limited finance (eg 
under-age drinkers). There will be implications for retailers, particularly supermarkets, which use alcohol sales 
as a loss-leader. It is anticipated that price reductions of other products will be used to maintain customer 
numbers and ensure that additional alcohol costs are off-set as offers are moved to non-alcohol sales. The 
average shopper should be no worse off and those with low alcohol consumption may be better off. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

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

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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
A ban should be imposed as part of an overall strategy which includes a minimum price per unit. If price 
reductions are used to promote sales, the minimum price per unit should be maintained. For example for 
offers allowing: • a multi-buy discount to be hidden in another offer (eg buy 3 cases of alcohol and get a £10 
discount on food, petrol) • a discount on other items eg buy 2 cases of beer get vodka half price. • a significant 
discount on case sales of a particular sized can/bottle over 4-packs of another size of the same product  
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
We need more careful consideration of mixed use premises as there is a possibility of linking an on-sale to an 
off-sale. For example, wine is often used by retailers as part of a multi-buy on a range of products (eg dinner 
for two for £10). Consideration should be given to restrictions on this type of offer which may be extended to 
include other drinks to increase customer footfall should minimum pricing per unit and a ban on multi-buys be 
introduced. 
Score 
0 

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

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 



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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
tackling the problem in only one sector will still lead to significant displacement into the other. Only a joint 
programme will see the full impact and benefit relaised to the NHS and the police. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Mandatory licensing conditions should include consideration of customer safety. This might include a 
requirement of door staff in (say) town centre locations and criteria for the training and accreditation of those 
staff. There is a risk associated with alcohol fuelled football related violence. Local licensing allows conditions 
to be imposed on the sale of alcohol to mitigate these risks (eg no alcohol sales between 12:00 -22:00 on 
match day Saturdays).  
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. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
• Alcohol related conditions seen in hospital admissions and A&E departments 
• Under 18 admissions to hospital 
• Alcohol and violence 
• Alcohol related conditions seen by local general practitioners 
• Statistics related to recorded assault with injury by NHS AND Police 
• Alcohol-related anti-social behaviour, crime and disorder statistics 
• Liver disease and alcohol related deaths 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Health related harm should be taken into consideration by licensing authorities. The proposal to make this 
discretionary rather than obligatory is questioned. Rather it is proposed that all Cumulative Impact Statements 
should include an assessment by Health of the implications of granting or continuing to allow a license. The 
proposal to introduce a health related objective for licensing related specifically to the cumulative impact is 
welcomed. As a responsible authority, it is very appropriate that Health should be able to both instigate and 
contribute to the review of a licence 
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): 
15. Introducing a public health objective, particularly to support over-provision or saturation policies at a local 
level, would enable licensing decisions to be made taking into account the full impact of alcohol harm within 
the local council‟s boundaries. It would enable local authorities to control the availability of alcohol in their area 
– and thus impose some measure of control on the level of harm. Fewer premises within a particular area 
would reduce the need for competitive pricing. It would limit the availability of alcohol at a local level to young 
people. A&E data would highlight the level of alcohol-related assaults reporting, many of which are not 
reported to the police.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



No Response 
Score 
0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Licensing authority officer 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Rushcliffe 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. 
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): 
Will minimum pricing be in contravention of European Law ? 
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. 
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 No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes No No Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Very little. The lack of data for specfic areas will not be available. If someone pre-loads in an area outside the 
CIP and subsequently comes to the attention of the NHS thorough a admission to A&E how could teh Health 
Authority add this sort of evidence for a CIP?  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
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): 
Very little as the level of evidence that the health authority will be able to provide will not be sufficient for 
eviential purposes.  
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: 
M<y view is that all sel;lers of alcohol should remain under the current regime.  
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   X   



application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
As stated I believe anyone selling alcohol no matter in waht quantities should remian under the cuurent 
regime.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
15 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 



of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the 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 renewal of Personal licences should remain or be made more obust by renewing every five years. 
Despite what the legislation states both licensing authorities and the police are not being notified by the 
Courts of relevant offences. Without regular renewal proceess including CRB checks those with convictions 
will be working in the industry without the knowledge of the authorities.  
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. 
West Midlands 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
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): 
Plans to increase the minimum price further should be built in over time as a deterrent against alcohol 
consumption. 
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 a way of raising tax income, analysis of what that potential could be should be considered and compared 
to the costs of medical support and treatment for alcohol related illnesses. 
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): 
Is any drinking responsible? I would prefer the government to take a much longer term view ...as has been 
done with smoking. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
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): 
Seasonal offers eg Christmas and New Year, where alcohol related crimes can increase 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



0 

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

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

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

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

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
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: 
Knowsley Health and Wellbeing Board 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
18  
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. 
In December 2012 a report was taken to Knowsley Health and Wellbeing board explaining the content of the 
forthcoming Alcohol Strategy consultation and its potential impact. It was recommended that the Health and 
Wellbeing Board respond to the consultation, in particular, stressing the importance of a minimum unit price of 
50 pence. The response was then prepared and agreed by the Chair of the Health and Wellbeing Board.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
North West England 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Evidence strongly suggests setting the minimum unit price level at 50p (at 2009 prices - It should be noted 
that due to inflation since the ScHARR (University of Sheffield, 2009) model in 2009 
(http://www.shef.ac.uk/scharr/sections/ph/research/alpol/publications), this figure is now equivalent to 54p). 
This would achieve far better outcomes than the proposed 45p price level. The ScHARR model - which is the 
only UK independently peer reviewed evidence base for minimum unit pricing, found predicts that, after 10 
years a 50p price level would save: • 3,060 lives, 1,020 more than 45p level • 97,700 hospital admissions, 
31,500 more than 45p level • 442,300 days absent from work, 176,000 more than 45p level • 42,500 crimes, 
18,400 more than 45p price level. These are significant savings of lives, benefits for society and the economy 
and only cost the moderate drinker 6p per week more than a 45p minimum price level. It should also be noted 
that all 24 Directors of Public Health across the North West of England and the Knowsley Health and 
Wellbeing Board also support a minimum unit price of at least 50p 
(http://www.telegraph.co.uk/comment/letters/6998596/Politicians-need-to-be-braver-in-making-the-case-for-
minimum-alcohol-pricing.html).  
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): 
o Pubs, bars and other on-trade premises will greatly benefit from a minimum price as it would reduce the 
differential in prices retailed in the off-trade and on-trade. Evidence suggests that this would result in a shift of 
drinking patterns to on-trade premises which is a safer, regulated environment to consume alcohol and 
positive for community pubs. This is important as CAMRA(http://www.camra.org.uk/pubs) reports that 16 pubs 
are closing every week. o Inflation since the ScHARR model was published in 2009 means that 50p is now 
valued at 54p. Minimum unit pricing‟s success should be measured against revised levels when this policy is 
implemented. o The Scottish Government is proposing a minimum unit price of 50p creating a potentially 
serious cross border issues if the price level is 45p in the North West. This may encourage people to visit 
England to purchase and consume alcohol. o The price level should be regularly revised to ensure that 
alcohol doesn‟t become more affordable. o Additional money earned by retailers should be recouped by the 
Treasury and directed to local services which reduce alcohol harm.  
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
o Children and young people would be better protected from alcohol harms by reducing access to pocket-
money priced alcohol. o Alcohol would be de-normalised for children, to whom alcohol has become an 
everyday commodity. o Drinkers and non-drinkers would benefit. Alcohol harm costs the North West more 
than £3billion/year (The cost of alcohol to the North West Economy, 2012). o 43% of people in the North West 
are afraid to enter town centres at night (Big Drink Debate North West, Cook et al, 2009) – reduction in harm 
would reduce crime and the fear of crime. o Frontline workers would benefit from less drunken violence 
(Balance, Impact of Alcohol on Policing, 2013). o There would be a positive effect on offenders - 63% of male 
offenders are problem drinkers (National Audit Office, Psychiatric Morbidity among Prisoners in England and 



Wales, Singleton et al, 1998).  
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): 
o As a general principle, the purchase of any goods should not be linked to the purchase of alcohol at a lower 
than normal sale price. o Buying goods and getting alcohol discounted or free which would fall below a 
minimum unit price of 50p. o Multi-buy promotions in on-trade premises should end to be consistent with the 
off-trade. o There should be consistency of price per volume of a product regardless of the size or quantity of 
packaging that alcohol is sold in. o Loyalty point schemes and money off coupons which are in anyway linked 
to alcohol  
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
o There is a far greater impact of the multi-buy ban policy when enforced alongside a minimum unit price of 
50p (at 2009 prices) (http://www.shef.ac.uk/scharr/sections/ph/research/alpol/publications). o Marketing of 
alcohol should be legislated for ensuring that it does not circumvent the spirit and intention of this legislation. o 
An Alcohol Concern and Balance report of 16-24 year olds 
(http://www.alcoholconcern.org.uk/assets/files/Publications/2012/Drinking_to_get_drunk.pdf ) found that 
promotions encouraged more drinking. A multi-buy ban would protect more children and young people. o 
Multi-buy promotions encourage people to buy more alcohol than they intend resulting in easier access to 
alcohol in the home environment. We already know that children access alcohol from the home more than any 
other place (Trading Standards North West, Young Persons Alcohol and Tobacco Survey 2011 North West 
Results), so a ban would reduce the access to alcohol for children. o Trading Standards needs a 
strengthened operation to monitor and enforce a multi-buy ban effectively as it is unlikely that relying on 
consumers policing the ban will be effective enough. o In a report to Parliament (Prof Nutt, The Lancet, 
Volume 376, Issue 9752, Pages 1,558 – 1,565), alcohol was named as the most dangerous drug in the UK. 
Unlike illegal drugs, it is easily accessible and costs as little as 12p/unit (Balance, Four Steps to Alcohol 
Misuse, 2012). o Reduced consumption would improve health inequalities as lower income groups suffer 
greater health harms (Alcohol Concern, Making Alcohol a Health Priority, 2011)  



Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
There should be a consistency in approach, therefore we would not want to differentiate between groups, 
however: o Pubs could benefit as people are less likely to preload on alcohol bought from off-licence premises 
and shift their consumption of alcohol to on-licence premises. o Young people will benefit from reduced 
access and availability of alcohol in the home environment. o Some of these measures may only be effective 
alongside minimum unit pricing. o Public services, such as the NHS, would benefit, as less people would 
binge drink and pre-load and result in a lower burden on services (The Department of Health has updated the 
previous estimate of around £2.7 billion at 2006–07 prices, using the same methodology used in Statistics on 
Alcohol: England 2012, NHS Information Centre this figure is £3.5 billion).  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

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



100 words): 
o Remove the „glamourisation‟ test for promotions and ban all irresponsible promotions. o Remove the „need 
to demonstrate a link with crime and disorder‟ clause relating to irresponsible promotions as it is too 
restrictive. o The unit content of all drinks should be clearly visible at the point of sale so customers know 
what they are drinking. o Age verification schemes should be a minimum „check 25‟, have a written policy and 
include mandatory signage on premises. o Licensees should train and re-train their staff to be accredited to a 
national standard for the safe and responsible retailing of alcohol.  
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
o A proportionate seating and standing ratio should be dictated by the capacity of the premises. o Soft drinks 
should be priced cheaper than the cheapest alcoholic drink to remove the incentive for people to drink 
alcoholic drinks. o Beer should be decanted from bottles at the bar. The removal of beer bottles from the 
drinking environment will provide a safer drinking environment. o A ban on irresponsible drinks promotions 
should be applied to the off-trade. o Loyalty point schemes for the purchase of alcohol which encourages 
increased consumption should be banned. o Offering shots of spirits away from the bar area (e.g. table to 
table selling of shots of pre-poured vodka) should be banned. o Happy hours should be banned as they sell 
discounted alcohol. o Organised commercial pub crawls should be banned as they encourage the 
consumption of excess alcohol in a short space of time which leads to drunkenness and anti-social behaviour 
(Home Office Know Your Limits Binge Drinking Campaign 2007/08). o Ladies nights, (where there are 
discounted or free drinks) should be banned as they encourage excessive consumption of alcohol. o Drinking 
games should be banned.  
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
There should be as many or as few mandatory licensing conditions as deemed appropriate by the 
Government. This should include extending the ban on irresponsible drinks promotions to cover off-trade 
licensed premises to create a consistency across the on- and off-trades. Supermarket alcohol sales now 
account for 70% of off-trade sales (LJMU, Blood alcohol levels and drunkenness amongst people visiting 
nightlife in the North West, 2009) and can sell alcohol at discounted prices. Stopping irresponsible promotions 
would also help to tackle pre-loading and binge drinking of alcohol purchased from the off-trade. People who 
have pre-loaded are more likely to be a victim or perpetrator of crime (LJMU, Alcohol, nightlife and violence: 
the relative contributions of drinking before and during nights out to negative health and criminal justice 
outcomes, 2008).  
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 robust Joint Strategic Needs Assessment would provide consistency in approach, we recommend that it 
would include: 
o Accident and Emergency data 
o Ambulance data 
o Paramedic data 
o GP data 
o Urgent care/walk in centre data 
o Treatment data including specialist treatment 
o Demand/unmet demand for alcohol treatment  
o Alcohol related mortality (including suicides and self harm) 
o Mental health and wellbeing indices  
o Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorders data 
o CEM Home Office monitoring data on violence  
o Other hospital admissions data NI39 e.g. specific (drunkenness) and non specific (cancers) 
o Map out premises and correlate alcohol related admissions 
o Domestic abuse data including child protection issues 
 
Public health should be a licensing objective in its own right and not tied to CIPs. This would not be 
disproportionate as suggested in the impact assessment, and would play a role in the economic development 
and health of an authority area. Experience from Scotland suggests that public health should be taken into 
consideration across the whole authority area rather than at smaller scale when assessing the over-provision 
of alcohol to take into account all points of sale. 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Currently only the police can object to licence applications due to a Cumulative Impact Policies (CIP). We 
believe that all responsible authorities should be able to object to the application therefore widening the 
process to consider health data and the impact on health harms. For example if there is a health harm issue 
but no crime issue, health bodies may object on the grounds of a CIP. As noted in question 13, public health 
and assessment of over-provision of alcohol should be considered across the authority area as consideration 
at ward level could be insufficient and not take into account sales from neighbouring wards.  
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): 
o In addition to the impact on controlling alcohol related crime the health data can impact upon all policy areas 
and licensing objectives giving stronger evidence and improving the all round data picture to set a baseline 
and allow for more informed decision making, e.g. alcohol related assaults reporting to A&E but not to the 
police. 
o Including health data in consideration of a CIP would enable local links between alcohol and health harm to 
be better established. 
o There will be a positive impact on people‟s mental health and wellbeing because there is less violence, 
improving healthiness of the population, increased life expectancy and increased economic productivity. 
o Where there is a saturation of licensed premises, for example in a city centre, competition drives down the 
price of alcohol which encourages additional consumption. An authority wide over-provision policy backed by 
public health would lessen „competition by price‟ and so limit availability of alcohol to young people, which is 
an indicator of harm (Alcohol Concern, One on every corner, 2011). 
o The World Health Organisation (WHO, Global strategy to reduce the harmful use of alcohol, 2010) has 
reported that availability effects levels of harm therefore Licensing Authorities should be able to control the 
availability of alcohol. 
Page Score 
0 

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



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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
In principle, we disagree with the „need to free up business‟ in relation to alcohol. It should not be treated as 
an everyday, ordinary product (Alcohol: No Ordinary Commodity, Babor et al, 2003). 
o Any sale of alcohol should be regulated. Therefore there are no types of premises for alcohol sales which 
should be unregulated. Unregulated alcohol sales would create a situation where the objectives of the 
Licensing Act 2003 would be unenforceable. 
o The licensed sale of alcohol also protects and ensures a standard of „due diligence‟ is adhered to by people 
selling alcohol. 
o This proposal would create a third tier of licensed premises as it would create a category outside Early 
Morning Restriction Orders/Late Night Levy and CIPs. This would create confusion for consumers and 



enforcement officers and lead to increased costs for public sector organisations dealing with the harmful 
effects of alcohol. 
o This extra category of licensed premises could be contributing to the harm of excessive alcohol 
consumption but would not contribute to the costs, for example through a Late Night Levy being applied to 
licensed premises. 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
o We don‟t agree with the „ancillary seller‟ status because there is no mechanism to police these businesses, 
and ensure that they retail alcohol responsibly. o The scheme would also take the sale of alcohol out of the 
remit of the four objectives of the Licensing Act 2003 and the proposed objective of „Public Health‟ thus 
undermining the Licensing Act. o The „ancillary sellers‟ of alcohol in the retail environment would not come 
under the same protection afforded by the Licensing Act or necessarily receive appropriate training therefore 
creating a three tier system which cannot be monitored, supported or enforced. o In addition people 
purchasing from an „ancillary seller‟ need to understand they are purchasing from an unregulated „ancillary 
seller‟ and are therefore not necessarily making a reputable or safe purchase, for example safeguarding 
underage sales.  
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
We do not agree with any deregulation or unregulated sales of alcohol. The consumption of alcohol should be 
de-normalised in our society. This can be achieved through proper regulation which would help to reduce 
consumption with resulting benefits to the health and wellbeing of society.  
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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No - the relaxation of any licensing, even around food, would need careful consideration and have unintended 
consequences. For example this may make it easier for fast food outlets to open later, contributing to obesity, 
environmental issues and crime through groups gathering outside.  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

  X   

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



only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
There are no processes that could be removed or simplified without having an adverse effect on the licensing 
objectives or increasing the burden on responsible authorities or the local community.  
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 
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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 
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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. 
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. 
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 
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. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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



box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment   X   

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations   X   

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

 

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. 
Small or medium sized enterprise involved in the production of alcohol (up to 50 employees) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
A cidermaker's view 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



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

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
It will not have any notable, long lasting positive effect on health and binge drinking but will cripple farm gate 
cider sales and makers. 
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): 
Farm gate sold cider and hence cidermakers. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
no getting around it. i.e. the mulitibuy multibuy scam 
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): 
If multi buys are more sustainable way of purchasing or enable some form of recycling to take place. 
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): 
Cidermakers offering reduced prices for refill of pre-used containers. Cases offered at a reduced price to 
emable the cidermaker to offer a discount. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

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): 
ways always found to circumvent policies. 
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): 
pre-loading is due to off trade and needs dealing with. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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



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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 



not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     

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

      

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Local government (other) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Rochdale Safer Communities Partnership 
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. 
35  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
Consulted with them on the proposals contained within the consultation.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
North West England 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Whilst the benefits proposed for a 45p MUP would achieve the identified aims, a 50p MUP would deliver even 
greater benefits. Although the original ScHARR modelling has not been used in this consultation due to 
updated model being produced, the proportionate increase in benefits of having a 50 pence unit price are still 
likely, even if the numbers involved are smaller due to the effect of inflation since the initial study took place. 
In the original model, the projected benefits including lives saved, hospital admissions reduced, less crimes 
and fewer absent days from work all more than doubled when the price was increased from 40p to 50p. We 
assume that a small increase from the proposed 45p to 50p is achievable and that this would result in 
proportionally similar impacts of at least 25% greater. When we are talking about people‟s lives this difference 
in outcome is important. A 50p MUP would also ensure that we remain consistent with the Scotland proposal 
and ensure that England and Wales benefits to the same extent.  
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The impact on young people and their drinking habits is of concern to us. Young people generally look for the 
strongest, cheapest alcohol they can afford. This policy would restrict this and also reduce the amount of 
„preloading‟ they can afford to do at home before a night out. Younger people would then be more likely to 
drink in the supervised and regulated environments of the pub trade rather than at home. However, the 
government needs to ensure that education of young people with regards to alcohol is the priority policy so 
that resilience is increased and alcohol is not able to be used as a facilitator of exploitation like we have seen 
here in Rochdale. We believe that prices in community pubs will not be affected by the MUP. It will help 
reduce the disparity in the price of alcohol between supermarkets and community pubs which could lead to 
more people heading back to our pubs and rebuilding them as integral components of the local community. 
Safeguards need to be in place to manage the potential increase in crimes as a result of dependant drinkers 
resorting to that activity to fund their habit. There will also be a rise in illicit, potentially dangerous, alcohol 
being sold. 
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The on trade will benefit as the MUP will reduce the difference in the cost of alcohol between pubs and 
supermarkets, where alcohol is generally sold much more cheaply. The off trade will benefit from increased 
profits which will go directly to the businesses. Local evidence suggests that one of the main sources of 
alcohol for children and young people is from the home. Parents may reduce the amount they spend on 
alcohol due to the MUP and therefore there would be less available for young people. People on low income 
e.g. pensioners will be affected by the price – but heavier drinkers are likely to be affected the most. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 



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

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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The proposed rules about which offers will be acceptable and which will not are open to interpretation. We 
want to see a ban on all discounted offers in the off-trade. A bottle of wine that usually costs £10 discounted 
to £5 could encourage customers to get 2 for the price of one whilst they can. Only a proportion of customers 
would opt to keep the money they save and spend it on other things. If the Alcohol Strategy, and Government, 
is committing to control the supply of alcohol through price then all offers for reduced cost alcohol should be 
included in the ban. Money-off coupons should not include alcoholic products. 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
A ban on all promotions of alcohol would be much simpler to implement and enforce. The table included the 
consultation document demonstrates the complexity in defining what is and what is not included in the ban. 
Enforcement officers would have to check the individual prices of products included in promotions to assess 
whether it is compliant or not. If there was a ban on all promotions it would be a lot easier to enforce and 
leave no room for retailer „confusion‟. It would be easier for retailers to implement a full ban than have to 
determine what an appropriate promotion is and what is not. We also feel that multi-buy promotions in the on-
trade should also be banned. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The off-trade would be affected by having to remove the banned promotions and reconsider how else to 
attract customers. On trade would benefit as the benefits of buying cheap alcohol from the off-trade would be 
reduced. There would be an impact on the policing and management of night time economy as there is likely 
to be a reduction in the practice of „pre-loading‟ before a night out, especially in younger people. Moderate 
drinkers on low income will also be affected by the removal of multi-buy promotions – however heavier 
drinkers will be effected most. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
The current guidance on what constitutes an irresponsible promotion is unclear and open to interpretation. 
This makes the rules difficult to enforce. Greater clarity is needed so that licensees and enforcement officers 
know what is and is not allowed. We also highly recommend that the Government should review the current 
licensing hours as these are ensuring that alcohol is available any time, day or night, which is adding to the 
current problematic drinking culture in the country. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The introduction of a new mandatory condition requiring all staff selling alcohol to undertake an accredited 
training course. Also, all those responsible for selling alcohol should have a personal licence to ensure 
appropriate selling of a potentially harmful substance. Children under 18 should not be allowed to sell alcohol. 
There should be a mandatory condition that restricts the sales of alcohol by people who are under 18 years of 
age. It should also be mandatory to have till prompts that force an interaction to challenge ID. This should 
apply to local off licences, not just large retailers. We need to ensure off-trade are held as accountable for the 
sale of alcohol as on-trade. In Rochdale there is a high correlation between hotspots of alcohol related anti-



social behaviour and high density of off-licences. Soft drinks should be priced cheaper than the cheapest 
alcohol drink, thus removing a possible encouragement for people to drink alcoholic drinks if they are 
cheaper. Offering shots of spirits away from the bar area should be banned. Happy hours and „ladies nights‟ 
(where there are discounted or free drinks based on a customers gender) should be banned as they 
encourage excessive consumption of alcohol. 
Score 
0 

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

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Hospital admissions data – both alcohol related and alcohol specific admissions by postcode. 
Alcohol related mortality.  
 
Alcohol related violent crime - data by postcode. 
 
Testimonies from victims of ASB could be used to demonstrate the negative impact on wellbeing in a 
particular area. 
 
Information from local GP‟s and locally elected members could be used to present the case for harm 
associated with a particular area or premises. 
 
Treatment data including specialist treatment 
 
Domestic abuse data, including child protection issues  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Currently only the police can object to licence applications due to Cumulative Impact Policies (CIP). We 



believe that all responsible authorities should be able to object to the application, therefore widening the 
process to consider health data. E.g. if there is a health harm issue but no crime issue, health bodies may 
object on the grounds of a CIP. 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
The inclusion of alcohol related health harms when considering a CIP will, along with other data, serve to 
strengthen the case of placing restrictions or invoking licensing reviews on problem premises. The health 
related harms of alcohol are of equal importance to the effects on crime and disorder so should be assessed 
together with these to make licensing decisions. 
 
This will strengthen the ability to hold problem premises to account for their non-compliance with conditions or 
irresponsible practices. Consideration of health harms could also be used to prevent or reduce already 
identified health problems. For example, if a particular areas is having negative health problem with 
consumption of alcohol, then alcohol related health harm data could be used to prevent the granting of a new 
licence to sell alcohol in that area.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



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

  X   

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
There should be no deregulation in relation to alcohol. By giving a free mandate for certain businesses we will 
have no way of making sure they are providing alcohol in an appropriate way. This proposal goes against the 
need for greater responsibility within the on and off-trade and wider general public in relation to alcohol. It is 
remiss to exclude a selection of businesses from this responsibility based on the fact that alcohol is not the 
main component of their business.  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
No. As stated above, there should be no exemptions in terms of reducing regulation with regards to alcohol. It 
could potentially create loopholes for irresponsible businesses to exploit and we can not afford for that to 
happen. Alcohol is a potentially harmful substance and if abused it leads to significant health, social and 
economic harm in society. 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     



Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
We do not agree with a „lighter touch‟ authorisation. We are concerned about the fragmentation of the 
Licensing Act which would create a system open to loopholes and abuse which we do not want to see 
happen.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
None  
Page Score 
0 

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale 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.) 
We want to simplify the application forms in relation to regulated entertainment so that when applicants are 
completing the form they only have to complete what section they are applying for and not have to respond to 
sections that are irrelevant to them. E.g. if an applicant only wanted live music then they only need to respond 
to that section. 
 
In addition we feel that asking about the provision of alcohol should be the first choice on the list not the last 
as it currently is so it is given the priority it deserves.  
Page Score 
0 

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



  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

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

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Bodies representing public sector professionals (eg Local Government Association, Institute of Licensing) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
ACPO Alcohol Licensing and Harm Reduction Portfolio 
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. 
334  
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
Consultation with all police forces  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
London 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
A minimum unit price for alcohol of 45p is strongly supported. However, a level of 50p would be markedly 
more effective in reducing consumption and thus reducing alcohol related crime and disorder, saving the 
police service an estimated £49.6 m in the first year. Research (supported by BMA findings) has identified that 
a level of 50p would be needed to reduce the number of hazardous and harmful drinkers. A 50p per unit price 
would not affect the vast majority of drinks sold through on-licence premises although it would prevent 
irresponsible promotions. It is however, strongly believed that any cost increase would affect the quantity of 
alcohol bought cheaply at supermarkets for the purpose of pre-loading. It is difficult to imagine how further 
reductions in alcohol related violent crime, disorder and anti-social behaviour can be made should 
supermarkets continue to sell alcohol cheaply. Unfortunately, the commonly accepted myth is that a minimum 
price would hit the responsible drinker hard in the pocket. This is not the case with the weekly additional cost 
estimated to be 21p. A minimum price would target those drinks preferred by the heaviest drinkers and young 
people (with little available cash); largely ciders and own brand spirits.  
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
The findings of research carried out by the University of Sheffield (updated January 2012) on a model based 
on the population of Scotland (4,523,448 people over the age of 11 years) are important. In particular, in 
Scotland: • A 50p minimum price was expected to result in a reduction in consumption of 7.8%, a 45p 
minimum by 6% and a 40p minimum by 4.6% • Changes in pricing affect mostly harmful drinker, with 
hazardous drinkers somewhat affected and moderate drinkers affected very little. • Lower minimum price 
thresholds are associated with reductions in beer/cider and spirit consumption but increases in wine 
consumption due to switching. Wine consumption also starts to decrease at thresholds over 45p. • As 
minimum price threshold increases, alcohol-related hospital admissions and deaths are estimated to reduce. 
Within the research model a reduction of 5,100 hospital admissions per annum was forecast for a 40p 
threshold compared with a 6,600 reduction for a 45p threshold and 8,600 for a 50p threshold.• A 40p 
threshold was estimated to reduce crimes by 2,900 offences per annum whereas a 45p threshold would lead 
to a reduction of 3,600 and a 50p threshold by 4,700. • Drug use and risky alcohol consumption is associated 
with a greater likelihood of engaging in ASB for 10-16s and 17-25s, but with alcohol being the stronger factor 
in 10-16 year olds. 66% of 10-16 year olds who classed themselves as being drunk once a month had 
committed ASB in the previous 12 months (36% in the 17-25 category) – Home Office (2005) Young People, 
Crime and Anti-Social Behaviour: Findings from the 2003 Crime and Justice Survey (2nd Edition).  
Score 
0 

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

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
A minimum price per unit will raise awareness of the health, social and economic implications of alcohol 
consumption and have a positive impact on the irresponsible drinking habits of those with limited finance (eg 
under-age drinkers). There will be implications for retailers, particularly supermarkets, which use alcohol sales 
as a loss-leader. It is anticipated that price reductions of other products will be used to maintain customer 
numbers and ensure that additional alcohol costs are off-set as offers are moved to non-alcohol sales. The 
average shopper should be no worse off and those with low alcohol consumption may be better off.  
Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

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

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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
A ban should be imposed as part of an overall strategy which includes a minimum price per unit. If price 
reductions are used to promote sales, the minimum price per unit should be maintained. For example for 
offers allowing: • a multi-buy discount to be hidden in another offer (eg buy 3 cases of alcohol and get a £10 
discount on food, petrol) • a discount on other items eg buy 2 cases of beer get vodka half price. • a significant 
discount on case sales of a particular sized can/bottle over 4-packs of another size of the same product  
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Premises (in particular retail premises) with mixed use should be considered as there is a possibility of linking 
an on-sale with an off-sale. For example, wine is often used by retailers as part of a multi-buy on a range of 
products (eg dinner for two, inclding wine, for £10). Consideration should be given to restrictions on this type 
of offer which may be extended to include other drinks to increase customer footfall should minimum pricing 
per unit and a ban on multi-buys be introduced. Research by Sheffield University on behalf of the Scottish 
Government indicated that a ban on multi-buy promotions would increase the effectiveness of MUP. A 
coordinated approach should be used to address price and availability as well as availability and quality of 
alcohol-related hospital and community services. Reductions in consumption would improve the health of 
lower income groups amongst which alcohol related deaths are significantly higher. There are a number of 
disparate age verification schemes operated across the country. ACPO would welcome an agreed position on 
a framework of minimum standards for alcohol age verification schemes and a recognized pathway for 
potential scheme providers to seek and attain ACPO/Home Office approval.  
Score 
0 

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



A reduction in alcohol consumption will result in a corresponding reduction in the demand for resources 
provided by Health and the police. Ipswich has introduced a voluntary ban on the sale of super-strength 
beers, lager and cider which are popular with street drinkers and young people for pre-loading binge drinking. 
Cheap super-strength alcohol is affordable for and attractive to underage drinkers and those with serious 
alcohol problems. Home Office Research (Alcohol, crime and disorder: a study of young adults – 2003) found 
that: …. much of the research evidence suggests that the „binge‟ drinking culture, mainly associated with 
young adults, is particularly linked with crime and disorder.  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
An outline of the age verification policy and the requirement to produce an acceptable form of ID should be 
clearly displayed at the entrance and point of sale Paragraph 2 of Article 3 Schedule Mandatory Licensing 
Conditions should be amended as shown below: (2) In this paragraph, an irresponsible promotion (by any 
means) includes, but is not restricted to, the following activities, or substantially similar activities, carried on for 
the purpose of encouraging the sale or supply of alcohol in any form* for consumption on the premises in a 
manner which carries a significant risk of leading or contributing to crime and disorder, prejudice to public 
safety, public nuisance, or harm to children– * See for example (AWOL- www.awolspirit.com) (a) games or 
other activities which require or encourage, or are designed to require or encourage, individuals to– (i) drink a 



quantity of alcohol within a time limit (other than to drink alcohol sold or supplied on the premises, or (ii) drink 
as much alcohol as possible (whether within a time limit or otherwise); (b) provision of unlimited or unspecified 
quantities of alcohol or for a fixed or discounted fee or free to the public or to a group defined by a particular 
characteristic (other than any promotion or discount available to an individual in respect of alcohol for 
consumption at a table meal, as defined in section 159 of the Act); (c) provision of free or discounted alcohol 
or any other thing as a prize to encourage or reward the purchase and consumption of alcohol over a period 
of 24 hours or less; (d) provision of free or discounted alcohol, in relation to the viewing on the premises of a 
sporting event, where that provision is dependent on– i) the outcome of a race, competition or other event or 
process, or ii) The likelihood of anything occurring or not occurring (e) selling or supplying alcohol in 
association with promotional materials, including but not restricted to, posters or flyers on, or in the vicinity of, 
the premises which can reasonably be considered to condone, encourage or glamorise anti-social behaviour 
or to refer to the effects of drunkenness in any favourable manner. (5) The responsible person shall ensure 
that– (a) where any of the following alcoholic drinks is sold or supplied for consumption on the premises (other 
than alcoholic drinks sold or supplied having been made up in advance ready for sale or supply in a securely 
closed container) it is available to customers in the following measures– (i) beer or cider: ½ pint; (ii) gin, rum, 
vodka or whisky: 25 ml or 35 ml; and (iii) still wine in a glass: 125 ml; and (b) customers are made aware of 
the availability of these measures. Measures of dispense (paragraph 5) should be the default for sale. 
Offering a larger measure or up-selling should be prohibited.  
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Mandatory licensing conditions should include consideration of customer safety. This might include a 
requirement of door staff in (say) town centre locations and criteria for the training and accreditation of those 
staff. There is a risk associated with alcohol fuelled football related violence. Local licensing allows conditions 
to be imposed on the sale of alcohol to mitigate these risks (eg no alcohol sales between 12:00 -22:00 on 
match day Saturdays). Point of sale information on units of alcohol and recommended limits should be 
compulsory. Lower strength beers and wines should be promoted. Suzette Davenport, ACPO Roads Policing 
portfolio holder, has observed that any increase in the availability of alcohol at motorway and other service 
areas would send an inappropriate message about drink driving and could increase offending.  
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
Although the broad balance is correct, particularly with the Government‟s intention to tackle MUP and Multiple 
unit selling, greater community involvement (and associated responsibility) in local licensing decisions is to be 
encouraged. The proposal that Cumulative Impact Policies should apply to both on-trade and off-trade is 
strongly supported, as is the decision to extend powers to make Early Morning Restrictions on the sale of 
alcohol and the removal of the vicinity test. The problems of alcohol harm are increasingly associated with 
cheap alcohol sold from off-licence premises, yet only one condition applies to the off trade.  
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
• Alcohol related conditions seen in hospital admissions and A&E departments 
• Under 18 admissions to hospital 
• Alcohol related conditions seen by local general practitioners 
• Statistics related to recorded assault with injury 
• Alcohol-related anti-social behaviour, crime and disorder statistics 
• Liver disease and alcohol related deaths 
• Domestic abuse 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Health related harm should be taken into consideration by licensing authorities. The proposal to make this 
discretionary rather than obligatory is questioned. Rather it is proposed that all Cumulative Impact Statements 
should include an assessment by Health of the implications of granting or continuing to allow a license. The 
proposal to introduce a health related objective for licensing related specifically to the cumulative impact is 
welcomed. As a responsible authority, it is very appropriate that Health should be able to both instigate and 
contribute to the review of a licence. 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
Introducing a public health objective, particularly to support over-provision or saturation policies at a local 
level, would enable licensing decisions to be made taking into account the full impact of alcohol harm within 
the local council‟s boundaries. It would enable local authorities to control the availability of alcohol in their area 
– and thus impose some measure of control on the level of harm. 
 
Fewer premises within a particular area would reduce the need for competitive pricing. It would limit the 
availability of alcohol at a local level to young people.  
 
A&E data would highlight the level of alcohol-related assaults reporting, many of which are not reported to the 
police.  
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 



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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

X     

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

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

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

  X   

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

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
The Government‟s work to reduce the burden of bureaucracy for responsible businesses should not allow the 
availability of alcohol to be increased. A baseline measure should therefore be established before any 
changes are made in order to monitor levels of bureaucracy and availability.  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
The definition leaves scope for wide an interpretation. The amount of alcohol supplied should be defined 
carefully, as the variation between a bottle of wine or champagne with a gift of flowers etc is significantly more 
than a small glass of alcohol as part of a tour. There should be a restriction on how „supplied as a part of a 
contract‟ is defined. For example, is the sale of a single rose one contract and could a dozen roses be treated 
as 12 contracts by those seeking a loophole? Sales involving alcohol should be restricted to a specified time 
frame.  
Score 
0 

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation 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 objective of introducing lighter touch authorisation should be questioned. In a comparison of the harm 
caused by drug use, the final report of the UK Drugs Commission (October 2012) scores alcohol higher than 
any other drug considered. 
 
It would be appropriate to consider a Cumulative Impact Statement for the area in which the ancillary seller 
would be trading. 
 
There should be an ability to revoke or remove an ancillary sales notice and to restrict hours of operation.  
 
A procedure similar to that for minor variations would appear to be an appropriate mechanism. 
 
Any de-regulation should be balanced against the risk of an increase in alcohol consumption and the likely 
impact on crime and disorder, particularly within the Night Time Economy. 
 
Licensing authorities should have the power to require a full license should problems arise as a result of a 
business‟s ancillary seller status. 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
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). 
The impact assessments lack the detail required to inform key decisions  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Police and crime commissioner 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Thames Valley Police 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

 

Scoring Summary 
Pages Total 

1. About you 0 

2. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

3. A minimum unit price for alcohol 0 

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

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

6. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

7. Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 0 

8. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 

9. Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 

0 



10. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

11. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

12. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

13. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

14. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

15. Freeing up responsible businesses 0 

16. Impact assessments 0 

Total Survey Score: 0 
 

 

  



 

Alcohol strategy consultation 

 
 

User Details - 5403588  
 

Date Started: 25/01/2013 15:22:15 Date Ended: 25/01/2013 15:46:34 

Time taken: 24 mins, 19 secs  IP Address: n/a 

Unique ID: n/a 
 

 

 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
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. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Those on very low incomes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



promotions?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

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

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No 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. 
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): 
Out-of-line pricing of non-alcoholic drinks - if I'm thirsty, why pay £2.50 for a half of coke if I can get a pint of 
beer for £3.50? 



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. 
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 

 

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: 
Chartered Institute of Journalists 
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. 
1300  
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. 
By on-line discussions using member emailing, Twitter and Facebook  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
London 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of 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?  
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

    X 

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

    X 



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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden     X 

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt     X 

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

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

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

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



  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

    X 

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
The proposal to remove the requirement for local newspaper advertising runs entirely counter to the themes 
of the rest of the document; Thus: 1.5 "giving communities the information they need to hold local services to 
account" and 3.8 "As part of our reforms to encourage greater community involvement in local alcohol 
licensing decisions, from April 2012, we will require licensing authorities to publish locally key information 
about new licensing applications," How will people know unless they read an announcement in their local 
papers? 
Consider also 4.14 "...we need to maintain the integrity of the licensing system to protect society from those 
irresponsible businesses that exploit loopholes to gain business at any cost..." It is precisely because 
licensing applications must be published and names given that local people find out about these things. 
Posting on a website is no better than posting on the front door: only people passing by may read it.  
How many ordinary members of the public as a matter of routine will consult a licensing authority website? 
Very few, in the opinion of the CIoJ.  
Local newspapers are under severe financial pressure. To take away revenue of £7.3 m from an 



impoverished industry to give benefit to an affluent, health threatening one seems bizarre.  
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 CIoJ has no means of assessing the veracity of the numbers in the impact assessment. However it is 
couched entirely in terms of benefits to an industry acknowledged to be one with anti-social attributes. The 
local newspaper industry - that would suffer with the withdrawal of the modest advertsing income - is virtuous 
by comparison. It holds local business, government and other agencies to account and supports local 
democracy. Why should the government consider taking revenue away from a struggling beneficial industry to 
give advantage to an industry that causes social problems?  
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: 
Commercial sensitivity 
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: 
WORLD DUTY FREE GROUP - Airport retailer (operating under Export Shops Regulations) 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
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): 
Export Shops at airports have different licensing provisions from High Street shops and should be exempt 
from MUP, a view already taken under the Scottish Regulations. Parity across UK aiports is important in order 
to avoid customer confusion. Export Shops are located beyond security at airports and the sale of liquor is 
strictly regulated and only available to passengers carrying passport and boarding cards. The customer base 
is therefore very different from the High Street and the product assortment tends towards a premium 
experience. Passengers are making purchases for future consumption and there are practical limits to how 
much is purchased because purchases have to be taken onboard as hand luggage. Passengers cannot open 
their purchases until their destination is reached. UK airport retail competes with overseas airport retail stores 
where MUP does not apply. We would argue that an exemption should also apply to Arrivals shops (located at 
larger airports) which are primarily a vehicle for passengers to make impulse buy gift purchases on arrival. 
Different prices on departure and arrival would be confusing for EU passengers and would necessitate 
considerable IT investment. 
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 imposition of MUP regulations in airport shops would have a disproportionately adverse impact on travel 
retail. This is not a volume business - large volume purchases cannot be taken onboard and the focus is on a 
premium product experience. UK airports are under pressure to maintain low aeronautical fees. Retail income 
is a significant enabler for UK airports to fund investment in airport infrastructure. WDFG employs 3500 staff 
in the UK. MUP would put UK airport retail at a commercial disadvantage – it competes with the offer on 
airlines and at other overseas airports where there is no MUP. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



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

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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Don't know 
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 high proportion of liquor sales at Export Shops is in the premium or luxury categories - no beer, cider, 
alcopops. Multi-buy deals are across two items, not volume cases. Passengers cannot practically take 
advantage of more than one multi-buy offer as they are limited by what they can carry onboard. Purchases 
cannot be opened until arrival. Airport shops are in competition with other airport shops internationally - all 
offer multi-buy promotions. A ban would place UK airport Export Shops at a competitive disadvantage 
disproportionate to any risk posed by such sales and would impact sales of premium UK exports e.g. malt 
whisky. The sale of liquor by Travel Retail businesses takes place in the airside zone, restricted to 
passengers carrying a boarding pass and characterised by security and tax controls which do not apply to the 
sale of alcohol elsewhere in the UK. No unaccompanied children under the age of 16 can enter the airport 
and the requirement to carry a passport means that strict ID controls apply Retailers and alcohol suppliers in 
Travel Retail have signed up to an Industry Code of Conduct to ensure the responsible sale and advertising of 
alcohol. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
A customer base which likes to occasionally treat themselves.Multi-buy promotions on airports are not aimed 
at high volume sales. They are all on high end brands and are particularly aimed at encouraging customers to 
trade up to discover and experience the aged malt whiskies for example, products to be savoured. The 
customer profile is very different at airports to the High Street - there is no public access to airport shops 
without having a boarding pass and the intention to fly and the amount that can be carried onboard is 
obviously limited. 
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 but we would like to thank you for this inclusive approach.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Levy effective, meaningful fines against those who cause the problem in our town centres, £40 fines and a 
night in the cells are obviously easily affordable by the people causing the trouble and the expense incurred in 
dealing with them should be in line with the offences, I would suggest a minimum fine of £300 per offence and 
a ban on re-entering the area concerned for three months. 
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. 
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 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Pubs and clubs which encourage such behaviour should be made to pay for the outcome of such activities,by 
an entrance fee and not the general public who enjoy a drink and cause no problems but would be affected by 



a minimum pricing policy. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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



sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Business involved in the production of alcohol 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Castle Rock Brewery Queensbridge Road Nottingham NG2 1NB 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
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): 
Doubt the validity of such statistics, limit is so adrift from on trade pricing that it does little to promote 
supervised on trade drinking. 
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): 
Alcoholic concentration is usually left out of any discussions. Beers under 4% abv cause much less harm to 
health and social behaviour than stronger 'quick' shots etc. This should be recognised in policy and taxation. 
Why does 7.5% cider subject to less duty than a 3.8% beer, it doesn't make sense. Beer duty should fall and 
cider duty rise. 
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): 
Disadvantages poorer responsible drinkers which then could have negative impact on expenditure on other 
areas of household budget such as care for children. Perhaps would push younger people and students to 
unregulated drug use as an alternative to alcohol. Maybe more counterfeiting and illegal production of spirits 
and duty avoidance since potential sell prices increase and alcohol becomes more of a valuable commodity 
that attracts more organised crime. Benefit to off trade would be negligable. Doesn't seem right that a 
legalised cartel is created to the benefit of supermarkets. 
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): 
Size of bottle promotions eg get 10% more free. 
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 drinker at home could be financially disadvantaged since there will be less promotions. Removal 
of multibuy promotions will only really have an impact where alcohol is purchased for immediate consumption. 
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 Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 



Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Yes 

Age verification policy Don't know Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No 
Don't 
know 

No Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
There is no difference in treatment of drinks that cause most harm/problems compared to lower strength 
longer drinks such as beer under 4%. Therefore promotions such as shooters and shots, jugs of cocktails are 
very prevalent and sold in larger measures that increases consumption. However feel that on trade already 
has a very high burden of red tape compared to off trade and further burden of red tape, restrictions or 
taxation would damage on trade busineses. 
Score 
0 

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

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
It is clear that more alcohol is now purchased through the off trade and on trade has suffered. This trend is 
continuing and most over consumption comes from 'finishing the bottle' where that wouldn't happen in the on 
trade. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 



in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Doubt the validy of British Medical Association statistics which are seemingly made from loaded questionning 
and conjecture.  
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): 
Feel strongly that alcoholic stregth is a significant part of any health issues, eg wines are now stronger 
because there is the same duty on a 12% wine as opposed to 15% wine. Similar bandings apply to cider; beer 
is harshly treated in comparison. Lower duty on lower strength beers should be extended from 2.8% to 3.8%. 
Pigeon holing all alcohol as problem pushes out responsible consumption from less problem drinks and 
current duty policy has escalated the demise of pubs where sale and consumption is a supervised activity. 
People can buy enough vodka to cause signifcant damage to health from a supermarket but not in a pub as 
each sale is supervised.  
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: 
Careful regard to potential loop holes which would mean that some competition scenarios would be distorted 
to the detriment of full fee paying full on licence.  
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       

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. 
Person or organisation specialising in licensing law 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Kurnia Licensing Consultants Limited High Street Mablethorpe Lincs. LN12 1AL 
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. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Our view is that alcohol to too widely available in the off trade and as a result alcohol has become too cheap. 
We feel that alcohol should be restricted in the off trade to specialist alcohol shops. To achieve a reduction in 
consumption as proposed this will not happen at 45p a unit, most alcohol in the off trade being sold already at 
that level and much more than this in the on trade. If however alcohol was not available in every supermarket 
and corner shop that possibly could lead to a reduction in consumption. If any minimum price was to be 
introduced duty, vat & cost of production needs to be taken into account. The fact the government are looking 
at minimum pricing suggests the government agree that the off trade have been, and continue to be, 
irresponsible in their promotions. Even the Home Office road shows confirm 6 out of 7 supermarkets admit 
selling alcohol as a loss leader. Any introduction of minimum pricing should also be banded by product type 
similar to duty. Products that cause problems (alcopops, strong cider and beers) should have a higher 
minimum price that wine which is maybe less abused.  
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 stated above the government should look at what the minimum price currently is in supermarkets and the 
off trade and may see that most alcohol, that is drunk irresponsibly, is maybe already being sold at 45p a unit. 
If this is the case we do not see how 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, if 45p a unit already exists. The government 
should look at the NSW, Australia model where alcohol is not permitted to be sold in supermarkets or grocery 
stores. NSW should have data available that the government should closely look at. 
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): 
Moderate, responsible drinkers who are price conscious. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



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

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

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
As has been seen in Scotland the off trade have got around this by simply selling units in one size (say 
330ml) and the bulk buy 24 pack in a smaller size (say 300ml). Great care has to be taken not to prevent 
small brewers selling a selected 6 or 4 packs of their bottled beers. A blanket ban on multibuys could affect a 
large number of smaller brewers. 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
As has been seen in Scotland the off trade have got around this by simply selling units in one size (say 
330ml) and the bulk buy 24 pack in a smaller size (say 300ml). Great care has to be taken not to prevent 
small brewers selling a selected 6 or 4 packs of their bottled beers. A blanket ban on multibuys could affect a 
large number of smaller brewers. 
Score 
0 

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

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



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

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

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): 
There could be clearer guideline on the definition of an irresponsible promotion. OLGR who regulate liquor 
licensing in NSW have a comprehensive document at http://www.olgr.nsw.gov.au/pdfs/Liquor_ 
promo_guidelines.pdf 
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 mandatory conditions in the main duplicate what the Licensing Act 2003 states. It is illegal to serve a 
person under 18 so why is there a need for an age verification policy? How many pubs and clubs did not 
already offer their customers free tap water? We feel the mandatory conditions should be removed. Any 
conditions on a premises licence should be specific to a premise. In the norm most premises operate trouble 
free so should not be burdened with additional conditions. 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
The government recognise (due to the discussions around minimum pricing) that the off trade operate 
irresponsible promotions. The mandatory conditions are too on trade specific and could not be used in the off 
trade. As stated previously any condition needs to be specific to a premise with problems rather than target all 
premises with a condition that addresses a problem in a few. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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



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

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
 
We feel it would be impossible to evidence a CIP on alcohol related health harm. Hospitals are not equipped 
to provide accurate data. It is a fact that a large percentage of alcohol harm issues are centred on drinking at 
home so how could a CIP assist in this? Surely rather than strangle town and city centres with the introduction 
of a CIP part of the solution could be to restrict the number of outlets that sell alcohol in the off trade. 
Preloading is a common problem that leads to health harm, with restricted sales preloading would reduce. 
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): 
As stated above we feel there must be evidence to prove a direct link to health harm to a premise or premises 
within an area 
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. If there is no data or proof then how can health harm possibly be considered?  
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 definition of a guest house or accommodation provider would need to be clearly defined. A guest house 
at the seaside with 10 bedrooms and no public bar is different to the Hilton on Park Lane in Lincoln for 
example. Would the exemption mean the Licensing Act 2003 in regards to under 18s no apply? This measure 
could lead to other problems. Why not dis-apply the DPS requirement for these types of businesses?  
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): 
We feel that the system needs to complete change in that the government should bring back different types of 
licences or different fees for different types of businesses. All premises that sell alcohol MUST be regulated 
and licensed so the operator has knowledge of the legal aspects of selling alcohol. The quantity of alcohol 
being sold should not matter; alcohol is a legal drug and must be treated and licensed as such. 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

X     

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

  X   



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

    X 

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

    X 

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

    X 

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
We feel that the personal licence should be scrapped and a new system of making it a legal requirement for 
all people who sell or serve alcohol to have a mandatory accredited training qualification such as in NSW, 
Austrailia. The personal licence is a worthless document. What does it permit? The sale and authorisation of 
alcohol. Technically one person could authorise the sale of every drop of alcohol in England and Wales. They 
lose their personal licence and next person gets one. The personal licence does not ensure everyone selling 
alcohol knows what they should be doing in regards to the law. If each server however had to have a training 
certificate or qualification, and could NOT sell or serve alcohol until they had one, then sellers and servers 
would be more responsible. If this measure was brought in then some of the discussions around ancillary 
sales would be addressed.  
Page Score 
0 

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden     X 

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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



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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

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

Score 
0 

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

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
We have never understood why hot drinks such as tea and coffee are included in LNR. it is crazy that a pub 
with a 12 midnight alcohol authorisation can sell a coffee with a liquor at 11.30pm but without LNR cannot sell 
a black coffee. Hot drinks should be removed and LNR limited to hot food only.  
Page Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

  X   

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

X     

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

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

X     



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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
As stated previously we question the the need for a personal licence. You can legally have one personal 
licence holder at any premise irrespective of size. This person can then authorise the sale of alcohol to 
everyone who works at that premise. Would it not make sence to look at the NSW, Australia model where 
anyone who wishes to sell or serve alcohol must first obtain a qualification to be classed as a competent 
person to sell or serve alchol. The personal licence holders qualification covers areas such as applying for 
licences which many will never use. The NSW RSA mainly focuses on responsible retailing. No RSA no job. 
It's that simple. We managed to get every door supervisor licenced so getting all staff to have qualification 
should be achievable.  
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 sale of alcohol in NSW is regulated by the NSW Liquor Act 2007. The first thing to be of interest about the 
Act is that RSA (Responsible Service of Alcohol) training is mandatory for everyone in NSW involved in the 
sale and supply of alcohol (or liquor as the NSW Act calls it) to the public. This includes licensees, club 
secretaries, serving staff and security staff working at licensed venues. There are no exemptions from 
undertaking the course. Simply put if you have not completed the RSA course, and passed the assessments, 
you cannot sell or supply alcohol. 
To learn about the RSA more thoroughly I booked on a day course to see what the training involved and how 
it differed from our personal licence holders course here in England. The course is more akin to the BIIAB 
ARAR focusing on responsible retailing and underage sales and the sale of alcohol to drunks as well as the 
legal framework and effects of alcohol. The course costs approximately £70.00. We had 4 assessments 
throughout the day. To pass, candidates must score 100% although unlike our system the assessments are 
all open book. Our personal licence holders course focuses too much on legal aspects of the Act which most 
candidates do not need to know, and will never use. In my mind mandatory accredited training is a step 
forward. It means it is up to the individual to get trained and not the employers responsibility to train them as 
without the RSA you simply cannot work.  
Once I had passed the RSA, (I am pleased to say I did pass), the next stage is to apply for your photo 
competency card as the certificate issued by the training centre is only valid for 3 months. In NSW all 



applications for the competency card are dealt with by participating Australian Post outlets. You make an 
appointment online; mine was made for 2 days after the course. At your appointment you need to take your 
certificate and required ID. The Post outlet then checks your details and ID, takes a photograph and captures 
your signature digitally. There is no fee to pay as this is included within the RSA course. The whole process 
took no longer than 10 minutes and that is it. You then wait for approximately 3 weeks for the card to be sent 
to you. Once issued the competency card is valid for 5 years. 
During the RSA course I learned that the fixed penalty issued to person who serves a minor is $1,100 AUD 
(approx £700) in comparison with our £80, or a maximum fine of $11,000 AUD or 12 months imprisonment if 
dealt with by the court system. This struck me as a significant deterrent and something England and Wales 
should look at. It does not matter how much training a company puts in place, at the end of the day the 
company are relying upon the actions of a person, who can make a mistake. I have often seen failed test 
purchases in the most responsible companies, mine included. If the server first had to have a qualification and 
then knew that a failed test purchase or a sale of alcohol to a minor carried a substantial fixed penalty, I am 
sure all servers would always be on their guard. I must stress I am not saying companies should stop training. 
Similar penalties are also in place in NSW for persons who purchase alcohol on behalf of minors.  
As for minors, if they purchase or attempt to purchase alcohol they face a fixed penalty of $220 AUD (£140) of 
a maximum fine of $2,200 AUD (£1,400). In England and Wales the majority of under 18‟s who purchase or 
attempt to purchase alcohol simply are sent on their way with little more than a verbal slap on their wrists. If 
under 18‟s faced a fixed penalty of £140 or more I am sure this would help reduce the number of under 18‟s 
who attempt to purchase alcohol in England and Wales. 
The NSW law for drivers licences and P-plates also seem sensible. P-plates are issued to drivers for a 
probationary period after passing their driving test. Also minors caught using fake IDs can be required to 
spend an extra 6 months on their P-plates once they obtain a provisional driver licence. This rule was 
introduced to discourage young people from engaging in illegal activity that can place themselves, their 
friends and the community at risk. It applies to all people 14 years and older, regardless of whether they have 
a driver licence at the time of the offence. If a person is already on a P-plate, the extra six months will be 
added on straight away. If the person holds a learner licence, or has not obtained any form of driver licence, 
the extra six months will be added when the person is issued with a provisional licence. 
The same penalties to underage sales also apply in regards to offences around drunkenness. Unlike our 
Licensing Act 2003 the NWS Act has a clear definition of the meaning of intoxicated and part of the RSA 
focuses on intoxication, its meaning and the noticeable signs of intoxication. Unfortunately the Licensing Act 
2003 does not define what drunk is and little training is done in respect of this topic. 
The NSW Act also assists licensees when people are asked to leave licensed premises or are refused entry. 
If the person who has been asked to leave, or refused entry, does not leave the vicinity of the premises, 
vicinity defined as „any place less than 50 meters from any point on the boundary of the premises‟, they are 
liable to a fixed penalty of $550 AUD (£350) or a maximum fine of $5,500 AUD (£3,500). The provisions also 
prohibit the person from re-entering, or attempting to re-enter, the premises for 24 hours or re-entering the 
vicinity of the premises within 6 hours. The law in England and Wales does little to assist licensees in this 
area. Too often licensees in England and Wales are faced with people refusing to leave the outside of the 
premises when refused entry which often can lead to a conflict situation. 
One of my biggest surprises with the sale of alcohol in NSW was that the NSW Act restricts the granting of 
packaged liquor licences (off licences). In the norm supermarkets and convenience stores and takeaways 
cannot sell alcohol. It struck me that alcohol is simply too freely available in England and Wales and as such 
the price has been driven down to the ridiculously low prices we see today. Should we start looking at 
restricting the sale of alcohol in the off trade? Restricting the sale and increasing the price would, in my 
opinion, help in the reduction of cases of alcohol abuse. As we have seen with the ban on smoking in public 
places, smoking in the country has reduced and I would guess smoking related illness may have also 
dropped. In NSW supermarkets, convenience stores and takeaways survive without the need to sell alcohol 
so I am sure the same businesses in England and Wales could do also. The cheap alcohol that is available in 
supermarkets only encourages binge drinking and pre loading which in turn is the cause of much antisocial 
behaviour we see in our town and city centres. 
Something that I picked up, not related to the NSW Act, was random breath testing for drivers. The police do 
not wait to see you swerving or look for a light not working, instead they set up random road blocks and pull 
over a fixed number of cars at a time. Turn around to avoid this and the police go after you. Drivers in the road 
block are all breath tested and if clear sent on their way.  
I was extremely impressed during my 3 week stay in Sydney with my experiences in licensed premises. 
Having my 18 year son with me enabled me to see firsthand how efficient staff were in asking for ID. Even 
when I was ordering, my son was asked to produce ID. There seemed to be a more responsible approach 
from businesses and consumers around alcohol. Another surprise was that when we went to watch Sydney 
FC play football alcohol was permitted in stands.  
If the Home Office and government looked at the NSW model and adopted some of their practices I am sure 
some of our alcohol related issues would be addressed. In addition to the above the NSW Liquor Act 2007 
contains many other provisions that could be adopted in England and Wales. If the government are serious 
about tackling alcohol related crime and disorder on our High Streets the NSW Act would be an ideal piece of 
legislation to look at and adopt some of the principles within the Act.  
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 - 5406314  
 

Date Started: 26/01/2013 15:48:57 Date Ended: 26/01/2013 16:19:14 

Time taken: 30 mins, 17 secs  IP Address: n/a 

Unique ID: n/a 
 

 

 

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

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Sensible and responsible members of society who enjoy a drink or drinks with family and friends at home - 
celebrations, barbeques etc. 
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 West England 
Score 
0 

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

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

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



0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
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): 
Applicable to the very cheapest drinks ONLY and ensure that purchasers of normal branded beers, wine and 
spirits are unaffected. We do not want this potential minimum pricing to deter the consumer who are being 
badly affected financially at the moment, with a backlash from retailers. NAME AND SHAME OFFENDERS. 
Get photo's in the papers. 
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): 
Age. Employed or not. Family background of offenders. 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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



No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Low priced products only. Supermarkets offer 'deals' on the purchase of eg 12 bottles of wine. Christmas time 
is a time when responsible drinkers will want to 'stock up' with 2 for 1 or similar offers. 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Damaging retail sales of alcohol and the viability of the retailer. 
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): 
Special occasion parties where the increased cost would be prohibitive. 
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. 
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: 
Glyntwrog House, small b&b 
Score 
0 

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

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

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

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

      

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain X     



qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

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

that is both the above options 
      

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
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): 
proportion need defining 
Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   

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

  X   

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

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

  X   



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

  X   

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

  X   

Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden X     

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

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

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

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

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

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

Score 
0 

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

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



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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

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

X     

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

    X 

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

X     

Score 
0 

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

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 



Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Not applicable. 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South West England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I do not want any mimimum pricing - period. It is yet another taxation on sensible drinkers being penalised by 
a relative minority. It is anti-,market forces and illiberal. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 



No Response 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
I do not believe in banning multi-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. 
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. 
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 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
Leave it as it is and stop regulating our lives. 
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): 
Stop pandering to the health lobby most of whom are fake charities - government lobbying government. It is 
an absolute scandal and a waste of taxpayers money, our money.  
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. 
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. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
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. 
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): 
Given that the Scittish parliament have agreed a price of 50p per unit, I think that this would be more 
appropriate. It is quite obviously far too cheap at the moment in view of the multitude of problems caused, and 
the higher price would discourage more people and lead to a saving on treatment of alcohol related illness 
costs. 
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): 
Given the number of problems being caused, it will be more difficult to contain the problem once 'the genie is 
out of the bottle (literally). Therefore, a higher price will now be needed to contain the problem. 
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 supermarkets and shops. Alos, as the government is fond of quoting - the resposible drinker. However, I 
would class myself as one of the latter, and am quite prepared to pay a little bit extra to cut down on the 
mayhem currently taking place at weekends 
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 low prices charged by nightclubs pre e.g. 11pm to persuade people to go to that particular club because 
of cheap drinks. 
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. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
See previous answer 
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): 
I don't believe the Home Office needs to ask this question in view of the mountain of statistics it already has. 
What it needs to do is act upon them.  
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: 
Sports clubs below a certain size which only have occasional functions  
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 

      



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. 
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       

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 

      

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       

Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper   X   

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
West Midlands 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Female 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
35-54 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 



Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
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. 
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): 
picking up data from local emergency service providers for alcohol related incidents (hospitals, out of hours 
providers, paramedic/ambulance service) or maybe local GP surgery  
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 don't think my local area would be impacted too much, however neighbouring areas do have several outlets 
side by side in addition to the supermarket. I think these outlets will probably struggle to remain viable 
business concerns without the sale of alcohol  
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

    X 



The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

  X   

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
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     X 



ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
churches  
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 



Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

      

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing X     



Multi-buy promotions X     

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact X     

Ancillary sales of alcohol X     

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment X     

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations X     

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
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 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I believe the situation as it is at the moment is quite adequate and doesn't need meddling with. I think it is 
grossly unfair for the majority of sensible, responsible drinkers to be penalised for the misconduct of the few. I 
would have thought that our elected parliamentary representatives would have more urgent matters to be 
dealing with, like, for instances, getting some meaningful growth back into the economy and creating new 
jobs, especially for those young people keen to get a foothold in the jobs market. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation each year 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
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 Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Don't know Yes No Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes 
Don't 
know 

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. 
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. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
North East England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
Male 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
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): 
everyone is feeling the pinch with no pay rises, I'm a very moderate drinker but don't want to pay more. 
People who drink excessively will always find the money to do so and will do without other things, food for 
their kids etc. 
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): 
normal people 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 
select one option. 
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): 
how many drunks in the street do you see buying a case of lager or 3 for £10 wine. Its normal people like me 
who with a dwindling income where one deal of each of the above lasts a month that you are going to hurt. 
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): 
normal 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 

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 No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 



Yes 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 



sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
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 
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. 
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. 
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): 
None, it will hit only responsible drinkers and families of alcoholics 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
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): 
Alcoholics will still buy alcohol at a higher price leaving their families with less 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. 
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): 
Families of alcoholics 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes 
Don't 
know 

Don't know Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy No No No No 

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. 
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): 
Stricter age verification and larger penalties for failure to comply 
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?  
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  



Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden   X   

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 



of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt X     

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area X     

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
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. 
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. 
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 statistics quoted are based on the output of a computer model that has been widely criticised. The 
assumptions of the underlying study have also been criticised, in particular the assumption of the price 
elasticity of demand for the people that minimum pricing is supposed to target (i.e. so-called 'problem 
drinkers'). 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There should not be any minimum price imposed. 
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): 
Everyone will be affected. As suggested by many, the price elasticity of demand for problem drinkers, or those 
otherwise strongly motivated (and thus at-risk), is weak. Furthermore, these people are often drawn from 
lower income groups, and are likely to sacrifice other items to maintain their alcohol intake, putting them and 
their families in more peril. 
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): 
Rigging a market like this hampers the free market. It makes competition more difficult and raises the barrier 
to entry. Everyone loses when monopolies are created or maintained by state intervention (see tobacco, and 
the illegality of advertising that has made it impossible for new entrants, and allowed the incumbents' profits to 
rise). 
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, the 99.9% of the population for whom alcohol is not a problem. It will make them poorer, and thus 
less able to invest their money productively, thereby weakening the economy. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 



Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No Yes Yes No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
'Irresponsible' is entirely subjective. What is enticing to one person is ignored by another. 
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: 



Any business at all.  
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
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. 
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. 
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. 
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). 
Shocked to learn that a licence is required to provide hot food and drink to the public after 11pm and before 
5am.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003   X   



Act 

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Other 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Represent Communtiy Safety Parterships. Surely they should have been a drop down option, as CSPs have a 
vital interest in this consultation 
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. 
Drafted an iniital response and then circulated for comment  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
North West England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Evidence strongly suggests setting the minimum unit price level at 50p (at 2009 prices. It should be noted that 
due to inflation since the ScHARR (University of Sheffield) model in 2009 (1), this figure is now equivalent to 
54p). This would achieve far better outcomes than the proposed 45p price level. The ScHARR model - the 
only UK independently peer reviewed evidence base for minimum unit pricing, found that, after 10 years a 50p 
price level would save: o 3,060 lives, 1,020 more than 45p level; o 97,700 hospital admissions, 31,500 more 
than 45p level; o 442,300 days absent from work, 176,000 more than 45p level; o 42,500 crimes, 18,400 more 
than 45p price level. These are significant savings of lives, benefits for society and the economy and only cost 
the moderate drinker 6p per week more than a 45p minimum price level. It should also be noted that all 24 
Directors of Public Health across the North West of England support a minimum unit price of at least 50p  
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
o Pubs, bars and other on-trade premises may benefit from a minimum price as it would reduce the 
differential in prices retailed in the off-trade and on-trade. Evidence suggests that this would result in a shift of 
drinking patterns to on-trade premises which is a safer, regulated environment to consume alcohol and 
positive for community pubs. This is important as CAMRA reports that 16 pubs are closing every week. o 
Inflation since the ScHARR model was published in 2009 means that 50p is now valued at 54p. Minimum unit 
pricing‟s success should be measured against revised levels when this policy is implemented. o The Scottish 
Government is proposing a minimum unit price of 50p creating a potentially serious cross border issues if the 
price level is 45p in the North West. This may encourage people to visit England to purchase and consume 
alcohol. o The price level should be regularly revised to ensure that alcohol doesn‟t become more affordable. 
o Additional money earned by retailers should be recouped by the Treasury and directed to local services 
which reduce alcohol harm  
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation each year 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
o Children and young people would be better protected from alcohol harms by reducing access to pocket-
money priced alcohol. o Alcohol would be de-normalised for children, to whom alcohol has become an 
everyday commodity. o Drinkers and non-drinkers would benefit. Alcohol harm costs the North West more 
than £3billion/year (4). o 43% of people in the North West are afraid to enter town centres at night (5) – 
reduction in harm would reduce crime and the fear of crime. o Frontline workers would benefit from less 
drunken violence (6). o There would be a positive effect on offenders - 63% of male offenders are problem 
drinkers (7).  
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): 
o As a general principle, the purchase of any goods should not be linked to the purchase of alcohol at a lower 
than normal sale price. o Buying goods and getting alcohol discounted or free which would fall below a 
minimum unit price of 50p. o Multi-buy promotions in on-trade premises should end to be consistent with the 
off-trade. o There should be consistency of price per volume of a product regardless of the size or quantity of 
packaging that alcohol is sold in. o Loyalty point schemes and money off coupons which are in anyway linked 
to alcohol.  
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
o There is a far greater impact of the multi-buy ban policy when enforced alongside a minimum unit price of 
50p (at 2009 prices) o Marketing of alcohol should be legislated for ensuring that it does not circumvent the 
spirit and intention of this legislation. o An Alcohol Concern and Balance report of 16-24 year olds found that 
promotions encouraged more drinking. A multi-buy ban would protect more children and young people. o 
Multi-buy promotions encourage people to buy more alcohol than they intend resulting in easier access to 
alcohol in the home environment. We already know that children access alcohol from the home more than any 
other place, so a ban would reduce the access to alcohol for children. o Trading Standards needs a 
strengthened operation to monitor and enforce a multi-buy ban effectively as it is unlikely that relying on 
consumers policing the ban will be effective enough. o In a report to Parliament , alcohol was named as the 
most dangerous drug in the UK. Unlike illegal drugs, it is easily accessible and costs as little as 12p/unit o 
Reduced consumption would improve health inequalities as lower income groups suffer greater health harms 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
There should be a consistency in approach, therefore we would not want to differentiate between groups, 
however: o Pubs could benefit as people are less likely to preload on alcohol bought from off-licence premises 
and shift their consumption of alcohol to on-licence premises. o Young people will benefit from reduced 
access and availability of alcohol in the home environment. o Some of these measures may only be effective 
alongside minimum unit pricing. o Public services, such as the NHS, would benefit, as less people would 
binge drink and pre-load and result in a lower burden on services.  



Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
o Remove the „glamourisation‟ test for promotions and ban all irresponsible promotions. o Remove the „need 
to demonstrate a link with crime and disorder‟ clause relating to irresponsible promotions as it is too 
restrictive. o The unit content of all drinks should be clearly visible at the point of sale so customers know 
what they are drinking. o Age verification schemes should be a minimum „check 25‟, have a written policy and 
include mandatory signage on premises. o Licensees should train and re-train their staff to be accredited to a 
national standard for the safe and responsible retailing of alcohol.  
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
o A proportionate seating and standing ratio should be dictated by the capacity of the premises. o Soft drinks 
should be priced cheaper than the cheapest alcoholic drink to remove the incentive for people to drink 
alcoholic drinks. o Beer should be decanted from bottles at the bar. The removal of beer bottles from the 



drinking environment will provide a safer drinking environment. o A ban on irresponsible drinks promotions 
should be applied to the off-trade. o Loyalty point schemes for the purchase of alcohol which encourages 
increased consumption should be banned. o Offering shots of spirits away from the bar area (e.g. table to 
table selling of shots of pre-poured vodka) should be banned. o Happy hours should be banned as they sell 
discounted alcohol. o Organised commercial pub crawls should be banned as they encourage the 
consumption of excess alcohol in a short space of time which leads to drunkenness and anti-social behaviour 
o Ladies nights, (where there are discounted or free drinks) should be banned as they encourage excessive 
consumption of alcohol. o Drinking games should be banned.  
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
There should be as many or as few mandatory licensing conditions as deemed appropriate by the 
Government. This should include extending the ban on irresponsible drinks promotions to cover off-trade 
licensed premises to create a consistency across the on- and off-trades. Supermarket alcohol sales now 
account for 70% of off-trade sales and can sell alcohol at discounted prices. Stopping irresponsible 
promotions would also help to tackle pre-loading and binge drinking of alcohol purchased from the off-trade. 
People who have pre-loaded are more likely to be a victim or perpetrator of crime.  
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 robust Joint Strategic Needs Assessment would provide consistency in approach, we recommend that it 
would include: 
o Accident and Emergency data 
o Ambulance data 
o Paramedic data 
o GP data 
o Urgent care/walk in centre data 
o Treatment data including specialist treatment 
o Demand/unmet demand for alcohol treatment  
o Alcohol related mortality (including suicides and self harm) 
o Mental health and wellbeing indices  
o Foetal Alcohol Spectrum Disorders data 



o CEM Home Office monitoring data on violence  
o Trauma and Injury Intelligence Group data from the North West Public Health Observatory 
o Other hospital admissions data NI39 e.g. specific (drunkenness) and non specific (cancers) 
o Map out premises and correlate alcohol related admissions 
o Domestic abuse data including child protection issues 
Public health should be a licensing objective in its own right and not tied to CIPs. This would not be 
disproportionate as suggested in the impact assessment, and would play a role in the economic development 
and health of an authority area. Experience from Scotland suggests that public health should be taken into 
consideration across the whole authority area rather than at smaller scale when assessing the over-provision 
of alcohol to take into account all points of sale.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Currently only the police can object to licence applications due to a Cumulative Impact Policies (CIP). We 
believe that all responsible authorities should be able to object to the application therefore widening the 
process to consider health data and the impact on health harms. For example if there is a health harm issue 
but no crime issue, health bodies may object on the grounds of a CIP. As noted in question 13, public health 
and assessment of over-provision of alcohol should be considered across the authority area as consideration 
at ward level could be insufficient and not take into account sales from neighbouring wards  
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): 
o In addition to the impact on controlling alcohol related crime the health data can impact upon all policy areas 
and licensing objectives giving stronger evidence and improving the all round data picture to set a baseline 
and allow for more informed decision making, e.g. alcohol related assaults reporting to A&E but not to the 
police. 
o Including health data in consideration of a CIP would enable local links between alcohol and health harm to 
be better established. 
o There will be a positive impact on people‟s mental health and wellbeing because there is less violence, 
improving healthiness of the population, increased life expectancy and increased economic productivity. 
o Where there is a saturation of licensed premises, for example in a city centre, competition drives down the 
price of alcohol which encourages additional consumption. An authority wide over-provision policy backed by 
public health would lessen „competition by price‟ and so limit availability of alcohol to young people, which is 
an indicator of harm. 
o The World Health Organisation (18) has reported that availability effects levels of harm therefore Licensing 
Authorities should be able to control the availability of alcohol. 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 



wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

    X 

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

  X   

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
  X   

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

  X   

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment   X   

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers   X   

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

  X   

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion       

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
In principle, we disagree with the „need to free up business‟ in relation to alcohol. It should not be treated as 
an everyday, ordinary product . 
o Any sale of alcohol should be regulated. Therefore there are no types of premises for alcohol sales which 
should be unregulated. Unregulated alcohol sales would create a situation where the objectives of the 
Licensing Act 2003 would be unenforceable. 
o The licensed sale of alcohol also protects and ensures a standard of „due diligence‟ is adhered to by people 
selling alcohol. 
o This proposal would create a third tier of licensed premises as it would create a category outside Early 
Morning Restriction Orders/Late Night Levy and CIPs. This would create confusion for consumers and 
enforcement officers and lead to increased costs for public sector organisations dealing with the harmful 
effects of alcohol. 
o This extra category of licensed premises could be contributing to the harm of excessive alcohol 
consumption but would not contribute to the costs, for example through a Late Night Levy being applied to 
licensed premises. 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
No 
Please use the space below to provide further comments (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
o We don‟t agree with the „ancillary seller‟ status because there is no mechanism to police these businesses, 
and ensure that they retail alcohol responsibly. o The scheme would also take the sale of alcohol out of the 
remit of the four objectives of the Licensing Act 2003 and the proposed objective of „Public Health‟ thus 



undermining the Licensing Act. o The „ancillary sellers‟ of alcohol in the retail environment would not come 
under the same protection afforded by the Licensing Act or necessarily receive appropriate training therefore 
creating a three tier system which cannot be monitored, supported or enforced. o In addition people 
purchasing from an „ancillary seller‟ need to understand they are purchasing from an unregulated „ancillary 
seller‟ and are therefore not necessarily making a reputable or safe purchase, for example safeguarding 
underage sales.  
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

    X 

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
We do not agree with any deregulation or unregulated sales of alcohol. The consumption of alcohol should be 
de-normalised in our society. This can be achieved through proper regulation which would help to reduce 
consumption with resulting benefits to the health and wellbeing of society.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 12: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q35. Do you agree that licensing authorities should have the power to allow organisers of community events 
involving licensable activities to notify them through a locally determined notification process?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q36. What impact do you think a locally determined notification would have on organisers of community 
events?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Reduce the burden   X   

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 



Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area   X   

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
Accommodation - if you are serving to a guest of a patron and premises that are just serving hot food and hot 
drinks (non-alcoholic).  
Page Score 
0 

Page 15: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q42. Do you agree with each of the following proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q43. Do you think that each of the following would reduce the overall burdens on business?   Please select 
one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers     X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

  X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

  X   

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

  X   



Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

X     

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

X     

Score 
0 

Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
There are no processes that could be removed or simplified without having an adverse effect on the licensing 
objectives or increasing the burden on responsible authorities or the local community.  
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions     X 

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact     X 

Ancillary sales of alcohol     X 

Temporary event notices     X 

Late night refreshment     X 

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper     X 

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations       

Personal licences     X 

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
We have not seen the methodologies used to support the conclusions for the effectiveness of a 45p minimum 
unit price in section 5 of the consultation. As this information is not available we have used as evidence the 
findings of the University of Sheffield‟s ScHARR report (2009) as this is the only UK peer reviewed research 
into the effects of minimum unit pricing.  
The cost of alcohol harm to North West England has been calculated to be more than £3 billion. These costs 
are unsustainable. We strongly support setting the minimum unit price level at 50p which would reduce these 
very high costs to society and public services. The ScHARR report modelling has shown a 50p level annually 
would, after 10 years  
o Save 3,060 lives  
o Reduction hospital admissions by 97,700  
o Result in 442,300 fewer days absent from work  
o Reduce crimes by 42,500  



Drink Wise has principled problems responding to several questions due to the way some questions and 
impact assessments are written. Therefore we have left some responses blank. 
Q16 A. - We cannot answer this question as we believe that, as a matter of principle, we do not believe that 
there should be any reduction in the regulation of alcohol.  
Q20 - As a matter of principle, We do not believe that there should be any reduction in the regulation of 
alcohol. 
Q31 A. - The question is constructed in such a way that seems to assume the outcome of the proposal to 
remove this requirement. We disagree with this proposal and believe that this will increase alcohol 
consumption which increases burdens to businesses. The cost of alcohol harm affecting the workforce and 
the wider economy in the North West amounts to over £1.2billion/year 
Q34 B. - The principles adopted by the impact assessment look good, we do not feel there is sufficient 
information given to enable us to answer this question. 
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: 
Bournemouth, Dorset and Poole Public Health Department 
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. 
35  
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. 
By sharing a draft response, and incorporating feedback to achieve a consensus.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South West England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There is evidence of reasonable quality to suggest that the introduction of a minimum unit price (MUP) for 
alcohol will reduce alcohol-related harm, especially in the more hazardous drinkers. The level at which such a 
MUP is set would appear to be critically important, with the health benefits rising sharply at a 70p/unit level. 
As a minimum the MUP should be protected against inflation. However, the largest health benefit is achieved 
at a higher level than the proposed 45p/unit. The government should plan to raise this over time to 70p/unit in 
order to achieve the greatest health gain. This will allow time for the impact of the measure to be assessed, 
and associated campaigns to be effective. 
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): 
MUP should not be seen as a „silver bullet‟ but as part of a package of measures, including training of bar 
staff, better enforcement of existing legislation, and community education.  
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): 
Dependent drinkers who do not receive other support, will seek to maintain their intake despite MUP 
introduction. This could lead to a rise in home-brewing, smuggling, a switch to other drugs, or a combination 
of these. 
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 evidence clearly shows that mulit-buy promotions encourage drinking to excess, especially as Happy 
Hour promotions. The legislation should provide (eg via provision for Orders in Council) for the ingenuity of 
the industry and retailers to invent ways of subverting its intentions.  
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 same way that consumers are now shielded from open display of „adult‟ magazines, alcohol should not 
be displayed alongside everyday groceries, but kept in an „adults-only‟ section of larger stores, or behind the 
counter in smaller shops 
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): 
Some businesses which specialise in supplying bulk quantities to the retail market will need to re-think their 
„offer‟. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  



Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Don't know Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know Yes 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): 
It is abundantly clear that they do not go far enough, and are insufficiently publicised. For example, the 
requirement to provide free tap water on request is not widely known. 
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): 
Establishments where drinkers are forced to stand through lack of seating and tables are associated with 
higher levels of drinking, and incidence of violence. A minimum ratio of seats to customers should be 
considered. An increasing number of on-licensed premises are linking discounted alcohol to coincide with live 
televised sport, which the high cost of subscription prohibits viewing at home. This will encourage drinking to 
excess among sports fans, who include many young people, and risks establishing alcohol dependency at an 
early age. 
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): 
An additional condition should be applied to the off-trade: In grocery shops which also sell alcohol, it should 
not be displayed alongside everyday goods, but kept in an „adults-only‟ section of larger stores, or behind the 
counter in smaller shops. 
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 „gold standard‟ for information on this is the annual LAPE profiles. In addition, local public health teams 
could link alcohol-related hospital and ED admissions to small areas to enable accurate targeting of CIPs.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
A drawback to the CIP approach is the mobility of those who drink to a hazardous extent. Although the 
adverse health consequences are most visible at the last bar attended during a session, the real damage may 
have been due to bulk purchase at low cost in any one of a large number of outlets across a conurbation. 
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): 
Bournemouth residents in particular suffer greatly from the adverse health impact of excess alcohol 
consumption. (source LAPE 2012). Of the 25 measures in the LAPE, it is in the top 10% for 8 measures, the 
top 20% for a further 8 measures, and only scores low for mortality from land transport accidents, abstainers 
and low to moderate level drinkers. See http://www.lape.org.uk/LAProfile.aspx?reg=k  
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: 
The problem with relaxing the rules for (eg) hair salons, cinemas, charities etc, is that it provides loopholes for 
imaginative exploitation.  
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     X 



ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Score 
0 

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 problem with all these proposals is that they further „normalise‟ the consumption of alcohol as ancillary to 
a host of commercial transactions. Alcohol is a powerful drug which is harmful to all children, in pregnancy, 
and to adults when taken to excess. Those who choose abstinence, whether through culture, religion or 
because they are recovering alcoholics, will find it harder if the drug becomes more pervasive in everyday life. 
The following comment relates to the next question, (where you have omitted the comment box): 
We are very concerned about ad-hoc events being publicised at short notice via social media, and need 
power to control the supply of alcohol at them.  
l  
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. 
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 question is ambiguous. Alcohol should not be available from motorway service stations.  
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). 
Yes, they are thorough, and those relating to health are produced jointly by the Home Office and the 
Department of Health. That for the health impact of the CIP proposals appropriately references NICE 
guidelines, and demonstrates an excellent cost to benefit ratio.  
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: 
Bournemouth, Dorset and Poole Public Health Department 
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. 
35  
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. 
By sharing a draft response, and incorporating feedback to achieve a consensus.  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
South West England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
There is evidence of reasonable quality to suggest that the introduction of a minimum unit price (MUP) for 
alcohol will reduce alcohol-related harm, especially in the more hazardous drinkers. The level at which such a 
MUP is set would appear to be critically important, with the health benefits rising sharply at a 70p/unit level. 
As a minimum the MUP should be protected against inflation. However, the largest health benefit is achieved 
at a higher level than the proposed 45p/unit. The government should plan to raise this over time to 70p/unit in 
order to achieve the greatest health gain. This will allow time for the impact of the measure to be assessed, 
and associated campaigns to be effective. 
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): 
MUP should not be seen as a „silver bullet‟ but as part of a package of measures, including training of bar 
staff, better enforcement of existing legislation, and community education.  
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): 
Dependent drinkers who do not receive other support, will seek to maintain their intake despite MUP 
introduction. This could lead to a rise in home-brewing, smuggling, a switch to other drugs, or a combination 
of these. 
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 evidence clearly shows that mulit-buy promotions encourage drinking to excess, especially as Happy 
Hour promotions. The legislation should provide (eg via provision for Orders in Council) for the ingenuity of 
the industry and retailers to invent ways of subverting its intentions.  
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 same way that consumers are now shielded from open display of „adult‟ magazines, alcohol should not 
be displayed alongside everyday groceries, but kept in an „adults-only‟ section of larger stores, or behind the 
counter in smaller shops 
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): 
Some businesses which specialise in supplying bulk quantities to the retail market will need to re-think their 
„offer‟. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  



Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes Don't know 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Don't know Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Don't know Yes 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): 
It is abundantly clear that they do not go far enough, and are insufficiently publicised. For example, the 
requirement to provide free tap water on request is not widely known. 
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): 
Establishments where drinkers are forced to stand through lack of seating and tables are associated with 
higher levels of drinking, and incidence of violence. A minimum ratio of seats to customers should be 
considered. An increasing number of on-licensed premises are linking discounted alcohol to coincide with live 
televised sport, which the high cost of subscription prohibits viewing at home. This will encourage drinking to 
excess among sports fans, who include many young people, and risks establishing alcohol dependency at an 
early age. 
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): 
An additional condition should be applied to the off-trade: In grocery shops which also sell alcohol, it should 
not be displayed alongside everyday goods, but kept in an „adults-only‟ section of larger stores, or behind the 
counter in smaller shops. 
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 „gold standard‟ for information on this is the annual LAPE profiles. In addition, local public health teams 
could link alcohol-related hospital and ED admissions to small areas to enable accurate targeting of CIPs.  
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
A drawback to the CIP approach is the mobility of those who drink to a hazardous extent. Although the 
adverse health consequences are most visible at the last bar attended during a session, the real damage may 
have been due to bulk purchase at low cost in any one of a large number of outlets across a conurbation. 
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): 
Bournemouth residents in particular suffer greatly from the adverse health impact of excess alcohol 
consumption. (source LAPE 2012). Of the 25 measures in the LAPE, it is in the top 10% for 8 measures, the 
top 20% for a further 8 measures, and only scores low for mortality from land transport accidents, abstainers 
and low to moderate level drinkers. See http://www.lape.org.uk/LAProfile.aspx?reg=k  
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: 
The problem with relaxing the rules for (eg) hair salons, cinemas, charities etc, is that it provides loopholes for 
imaginative exploitation.  
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     X 



ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

    X 

Score 
0 

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 problem with all these proposals is that they further „normalise‟ the consumption of alcohol as ancillary to 
a host of commercial transactions. Alcohol is a powerful drug which is harmful to all children, in pregnancy, 
and to adults when taken to excess. Those who choose abstinence, whether through culture, religion or 
because they are recovering alcoholics, will find it harder if the drug becomes more pervasive in everyday life. 
The following comment relates to the next question, (where you have omitted the comment box): 
We are very concerned about ad-hoc events being publicised at short notice via social media, and need 
power to control the supply of alcohol at them.  
l  
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. 
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 question is ambiguous. Alcohol should not be available from motorway service stations.  
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). 
Yes, they are thorough, and those relating to health are produced jointly by the Home Office and the 
Department of Health. That for the health impact of the CIP proposals appropriately references NICE 
guidelines, and demonstrates an excellent cost to benefit ratio.  
Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Local government (other) 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
This response has been signed off by The Mayor of Salford City Council, Salford Responsible Authority and 
Salford Health and Wellbeing Board 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
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. 
'One Council' process within Salford for major consutlations  
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
North West England 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 



0 

Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
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. A level of 50p would achieve a greater impact given the level of local alcohol related harm. The 
Government MUP of 45p is above the statistical „tipping point‟ of 40p. However greater benefits are felt up to 
50p as shown below - and quite rapidly according to the latest data. Deaths Hospital admissions Days absent 
from work Crimes Minimum unit price at 40p 1,380 lives saved 40,800 reduction 100,000 less 16,000 avoided 
Minimum unit price at 50p 3,400 lives saved 98,000 reduction 300,000 less 46,000 avoided The research by 
Sheffield University supports this view of a 50p per unit of alcohol to have maximum impact on irresponsible 
drinking; i.e. hazardous and harmful drinkers while imposing a minimal financial effect on moderate drinkers 

and on-trade sales. This analysis is endorsed by authoritative national reviews, including:  Sir Liam 

Donaldson „Our Health Our Nation: The Chief Medical Officer Annual Report‟ (2009)  Alcohol Concern „The 

Price is Right‟ (2009)  The House of Commons Health Committee Report on Alcohol (2009)  National 
Institute of Clinical Excellence (NICE) Clinical Guidelines (2010)  
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Yes. MUP is the fairest and best evidenced but least understood response: - A tax increase would affect all 
drinkers. - Evidence on policy approaches is weak (e.g. industry self-regulation and public information 
campaigns) - Education about MUP on its own isn‟t enough. More needs to be done to raise public awareness 
given limited understanding from the public. It is also widely acknowledged that much of the harm to 
communities, families and children and to the wider economy arises from excessive drinking at home - from 
„preloading‟ and „off‟ sales. Current licensing also favours the off trade and not the on trade. Public Houses 
used to be the focal points of local communities and are easier for the authorities to regulate than drinking at 
home in unlicensed conditions. The consultation does not fully address what is a missed opportunity to „save 
our pubs‟ and make them more appealing to families and those at risk from cheap alcohol.  
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation each year 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Yes. The wider costs of alcohol misuse an estimated £22.1 billion per year which is the equivalent of £419 per 
person every year. The impact is widespread across many groups and interests: • £7.6 billion in costs to the 
community caused by alcohol related crime • £8.4 billion in costs to the workplace/wider economy affected by 
alcohol • £1.9 billion in costs from social care of children and families affected by alcohol misuse.  
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): 
Yes. A ban on all forms of multiple purchasing should be introduced. This needs to extend beyond e.g. „buy 3 
for £10‟ offers (where the same wine is not available per bottle for £3.33 encouraging the purchaser to go for 
3 bottles rather than 1. This also needs to tackle misleading offers where the original price was not at the 
claimed earlier level.  
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): 
Yes. Multi buy promotions add to a burden on health and criminal justice and the local community. Alcohol is 
45% more affordable today, in relative terms, than it was in 1980. Supermarkets and off licences (the off 
trade) are selling alcohol in some regions of England for as little as 12p a unit - cans of lager at just 22p, a 
70cl bottle of vodka for £6.98 and a two-litre bottle of cider costing less than a loaf of bread. At such low 
prices, today‟s young people, with the national average of £6.24 a week pocket money could drink twice the 
daily recommended amount for a man or a woman every day. Sales from the off trade account for almost half 
of all alcohol sold in the UK and drinking at home increased by 18% between 1997 and 2007.  
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. The Government estimate an impact on Police Licensing and Trading Standards Officer‟s time of 1 - 3 
hours per week but acknowledge that this has not been widely tested. If a Mandatory Condition were imposed 
the lead would be likely to come from the Police Licensing Officer as such breaches are Section 136 offences. 
It is important to emphasise that the ban would directly reduce the availability of cheaper alcohol to younger 
drinkers who often use such offers for „pre-loading‟ and discourage excess alcohol use amongst adult harmful 
and hazardous drinkers and this would add to the impact of a MUP of 50p as the Sheffield research shows. 
Consultation Question 9: Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the 
licensing objectives (crime prevention / public safety / public nuisance / prevention of harm to children)? 
Prevention of crime and disorder Public Safety Prevention of public nuisance Protection of harm from children 
A Irresponsible Promotions Yes Yes Yes Yes B Dispensing alcohol directly into the mouth Yes Yes Yes No C 
Mandatory provision of tap water Don‟t Know Don‟t Know Don‟t Know Don‟t Know D Age verification policy 
Yes Yes Yes Yes E Mandatory provision of small measures Yes Yes Yes No  
Score 
0 



Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

Yes Yes Yes No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

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 No 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
No. There remains widespread ignorance amongst the general public about the impact of drinking too much 
alcohol. A fuller assessment is required as it is difficult for the Responsible Authorities locally to fully assess 
the full impact that the Mandatory Code has had on alcohol related harm. Further conditions would probably 
focus on: - Assessing the merits of the „Challenge‟ Schemes - Provision of free tap water needs to be made 
more prominent - Availability of small measures of beer wine and spirits needs to be more prominent  
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): 
Yes. Business needs to be subject to more restraint than is currently feasible under the Licensing Act 2003 in 
3 technical areas: I. The sale of high-strength beers and lagers in the most vulnerable communities – which 
have the greatest numbers of off licenses II. The numbers of those off licenses which are not local sole 
ownership - sole licensee concerns – but where one business will own multiple premises – reducing local 
individual accountability III. The distance between such businesses in many vulnerable areas can be 
measured in metres as much as kilometres There needs to be a more innovative approach to the use of the 



licensing objectives. A voluntary agreement with the „off‟ trade is unlikely to achieve 100% coverage without a 
local „impact‟ policy. Such a policy needs to be backed by conditions as to the sale of stronger beers, lagers, 
ciders within a designated zone. There needs to be consideration of the strength of alcohol sold in some „on 
sale‟ venues to address the impact of binge drinking directly which would derive from any „Cumulative Impact 
Policy‟ focussed on: the nature and style of the venue, the activities being conducted there, the location and 
anticipated clientele.  
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please explain why you think the current approach is not the best approach (keeping your views 
to a maximum of 100 words): 
No. The level of information required of the „off‟ trade‟ is minimal and will have a limited impact on a general 
public already confused by healthy drinking information: - A mandatory „Challenge 25‟ condition should be 
imposed for the „on‟ and „off‟ trade given the continued levels of under-age sales of alcohol and to discourage 
binge drinking amongst the under 25s. - Once the recommendations of the Chief Medical Officer are known 
then information about safe levels of drinking of alcohol must be prominently displayed at the point of sale in 
simple, punchy and credible language, all ages will understand.  
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): 
Individual evidence from health may feature in only a very small number of cases e.g. an Accident and 
Emergency Consultant evidence if a premises causes concern. The advantage of a CIP approach is that the 
burden of proof shifts to the applicant. The weakness of the current law is that under the Licensing Act 2003 
public health data is not evidence, being not sufficiently proximate to the precise location of sale.  
 
This was examined exhaustively in a study of Oldham licensing undertaken by Greater Manchester Police. 
Salford‟s Joint Strategic Needs Analysis has provided opportunities to develop analysis of correlations by 
Lower Super Output Area for a wide range of data about local communities:  
 
- Alcohol related hospital admissions for the under and over 18s  
- Alcohol treatment under and over 18s 
- Alcohol related incidents and crimes 
- Domestic violence  
- Anti-social behaviour  



- Traumatic Injury Information Group (TIIG) and Trauma Audit and Research Network (TRAN) Accident and 
Emergency and Ambulance data  
- Soft data e.g. text analysis of call out records from the North West Ambulance Service, compared with data 
from Acute Hospital, Adult and Child Safeguarding, Children‟s Services, Police and Probation Services, 
MARAC 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
Yes. The Director of Public Health will be best placed to collect and collate health-related information for use 
by the licensing authority. In the North West Blackpool has had such a policy in place for over 2 years. Public 
Health returning to Local Authorities widens such opportunities further, despite the restrictions of the 
Licensing Act 2003. Salford has the highest number of off licenses outside of Greater London) and a range of 
health and criminal justice and social concerns. Notwithstanding all of the above individual enforcement and 
CIP approaches will still have a relatively marginal impact on the actual numbers of off licenses in any area. 
This strengthens the importance of a minimum unit price but also consideration of the innovative use of the 
Licensing Act 2003 e.g. licensing conditions prohibiting the sale of strong beers, lager and ciders in a small 
geographical area as has been achieved in some areas e.g. Bury.  
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): 
Blackpool have has a Cumulative Impact Policy in place for over two years. This has put the burden of proof 
onto the applicant, to show that the application is not adding to the burden of alcohol related harm in 
designated areas with existing high levels alcohol related harm and health and social inequality.  
 
In Salford the Joint Strategic Needs Analysis shows which areas of the city experience the greatest burden of 
alcohol related harm and health and social inequality. Salford has some of the worst levels of alcohol 
problems and second highest number of off licenses already in the country. The volume of licensed premises 
in the area may not increase as it would otherwise have done and may gradually reduce. However, there 
should also be a positive overall impact on the night-time economy and a benefit to reduced health and crime 
and social costs.  
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.  
 
Police and Trading Standards engage with all applicants and businesses in Salford after the initial license 
application via an ongoing „risk assessment‟ so „low risk‟ accommodation providers, hair and beauty salons, 
florists, cultural organizations and charitable event organizers would not expect a higher burden of 
administration.  
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 preferred approach is a universal one; anyone wishing to sell alcohol including those who are sellers of 
alcohol where this is ancillary to their main purposes, should all apply via the same process. The reduction in 
enforcement checks and advice visits will naturally follow the risk each seller poses. Responsible sellers 
thereby receive a proportionate response and level of demand from the licensing authorities. Deregulation has 
the capacity to become perverse and over complex. A universal approach with a clear „risk assessment‟ policy 
is fair to all over time and best manages those sellers who purport to be what they are not to avoid licensing 
regulation while placing the lowest burden on sellers who have clearly demonstrated the trust of the local 
community is well placed. 
Score 
0 

Q32. Do you think that these proposals would significantly reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers?   Please 
select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence   X   



application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

X     

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Score 
0 

Q33. Do you think these proposals would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   
Please select one option. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Allow premises making ancillary sales to request in their premises licence 
application that the requirement for a personal licence holder be removed 

X     

Introduce a new, light-touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN but retaining the need for a personal licence holder 

  X   

Introduce a new, light touch form of authorisation for premises making 
ancillary sales - an ASN - with no requirement for a personal licence holder 

X     

Score 
0 

Q34. What other issues or options do you think should be considered when taking forward proposals for a 
lighter touch authorisation?   Please specify in the box below keeping your response to a maximum of 200 
words: 
The definition of an „Ancillary Seller‟ is the key issue. The key areas to determine what is then a proportionate 
licensing response are:  
 
- The frequency of the events 
- The purpose of the events 
- The strength of alcohol on sale (i.e. are such conditions relevant) 
- The nature and style of the venue,  
- The activities being conducted there  
- The location  
- The anticipated clientele 

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). 
In general terms, the premises one would seek to regulate are those in a geographical area where crime and 
disorder (and poor health) coincide with excessive alcohol use and demand for alcohol treatment. However 
such issues may not arise around premises such as airports and motorway services. The licensing process 
needs to be driven by the risks posed by the type of customer and type of venue so that responsible 
applicants are risk assessed and face a lighter licensing burden.  
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.) 
As to „off‟ sales, cheap strong alcohol affects levels of crime, public safety, public nuisance and under age and 
family drinking. There needs to be a more innovative approach to the use of the licensing objectives. A 
voluntary agreement with the „off‟ trade (e.g. Ipswich) is unlikely to achieve 100% coverage without a local 
„impact‟ policy. Such a policy needs to be backed by conditions as to the sale of stronger beers, lagers, ciders 
within a designated zone.  
 
As to „on‟ and „off‟ sales there may be merit in a simplified set of core conditions to address the four licensing 
objectives. Again, there needs to be consideration of the strength of alcohol sold in some venues to address 
the impact of binge drinking directly which would derive from any „Cumulative Impact Policy‟ focussed on:  
 
- The nature and style of the venue,  
- The activities being conducted there  
- The location  
- The anticipated clientele 
 
The key areas are effective:  
 
- CCTV, radio  
- Presence of a personal license holder 
- „Challenge 25‟ and „proof of age‟ policies  
- Use of glasses 
- Management of capacity  
- Management of the presence of children  
- „Pub Watch‟ schemes 
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). 
While within the limited terms set by the consultation the impact assessments are fit for purpose, greater 
balance and transparency would have been achieved by a „Public Health‟ and Community Impact 
Assessment undertaken in parallel.  
 
The Impact Assessments overall do not fully reflect the weight of national and international health evidence of 
the burden alcohol related harm places on society whereas the costs to business seem to have greater 
prominence. Some Local, National and International examples are described below.  
 
1. Alcohol Concern „One on every corner‟ (2011) 
2. Alcohol National Research Project (2004) 
3. Burden of Liver Disease and Inequalities in the NW of England (2012)  
4. AQuA's Improving Outcomes Pack for Chronic Liver Disease (2012) 

Page Score 
0 
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Page 1: About you 
Q1. Please select if you would like your response or personal details to be treated as confidential. 
Treat as confidential 
Score 
0 

Q2. Which of the following best describes you or the professional interest you represent?   Please select one 
option from the menu below. 
Member of the public 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
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 do not believe that there should be a minimum price of alcohol. There is enough excise duty and VAT 
charged already. any minimum price would affect the poorest people most. No doubt it will also raise the RPI 
and CPI - and therefore raise universal benefits. 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
No 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
This proposal for minimum poricing should not be introduced. 
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): 
Any minimum price would affect the poorest people most. No doubt it will also raise the RPI and CPI - and 
therefore raise universal benefits. 
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): 
I do not believe that there should be a minimum price of alcohol. There is enough excise duty and VAT 
charged already. Any minimum price would affect the poorest people most. No doubt it will also raise the RPI 
and CPI - and therefore raise universal benefits. 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
those people on low earnings who can afford higher prices least. 
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. 
Licensing authority officer 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Licensing authority 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
London 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q10. Should other factors or evidence be considered when setting a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please 
select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify these in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Extra revenue should goes towards education and enforcement in underage sales. Also Govt should look at 
reducing alcohol advertising. 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
The minimum unit price should automatically be updated in line with inflation each year 
Score 
0 

Q12. The aim of minimum unit pricing is to reduce the consumption of harmful and hazardous drinkers, while 
minimising the impact on responsible drinkers.   Do you think that there are any other people, organisations 
or groups that could be particularly affected by a minimum unit price for alcohol?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Retailers. Possibly alcohol will be purchased abroad. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Fund raising groups holding events 
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 No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Score 
0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 



0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify which aspects in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 
words): 
To obtain A&E data from hospitals/emergenciy services on where the person had their last drink. 
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): 
Data would have to be specific and problem could where a local authority is served by more than one 
hospital, which is not necessary in the same borough, data may be more difficult to obtain.  
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 further deregulation is likely to cause more problems with certain individuals using this ancillary clause to 
avoid using the correct application process.  
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): 



Definitions would have to very specific. Likely to lead to people using this clause rather than go through the 
formal application process. 
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. 
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). 
We do not have any of these in the borough  
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. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers X     

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 

Q44. Do you think that the following measures would impact adversely on one or more of the licensing 
objectives (see glossary)?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Remove requirements to advertise licensing applications in local newspapers   X   

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs for 
the on and off-trade 

    X 

Remove the centrally imposed prohibition on the sale of alcohol at MSAs, but 
only in respect of overnight accommodation - lodges 

    X 

Remove or simplify requirements to renew personal licences under the 2003 
Act 

    X 

Score 
0 



Q45. In addition to the suggestions outlined above, what other sections of or processes under the  2003 Act 
could in your view be removed or simplified in order to impact favourably on businesses without undermining 
the statutory licensing objectives or significantly increasing burdens on licensing authorities? (Please keep 
your views to a maximum of 200 words.) 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 16: Impact assessments 
Q46. Impact assessments for the proposals in this consultation have been published alongside the full 
consultation document.   Do you think that the impact assessments related to the consultation provide an 
accurate representation of the costs and benefits of the proposals?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Minimum unit pricing   X   

Multi-buy promotions   X   

Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact   X   

Ancillary sales of alcohol   X   

Temporary event notices X     

Late night refreshment       

Removing the duty to advertise licence applications in a local newspaper X     

Sales of alcohol at motorway service stations     X 

Personal licences   X   

Score 
0 

Q47. Do you have any comments on the methodologies or assumptions used in the impact assessments? If 
yes, please specify in the box below, clearly referencing the impact assessment and page to which you refer 
(keeping your views to a maximum of 400 words). 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

 

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. 
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 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. 
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. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
Wine Merchants People organising social events/fundraisers 
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 No No 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 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes 
Don't 
know 

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): 
No themed nights or promotion nights at all. No jugs/pitchers of cocktails/ beer etc 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 



Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q22. Do you think that the current approach, with five mandatory licensing conditions applying to the on-trade 
and only one of those to the off-trade, is appropriate?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
No Response 
Q25. Do you think any aspects of the current cumulative impact policy process would need to be amended to 
allow consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q26. What impact do you think allowing consideration of data on alcohol-related health harms when 
introducing a cumulative impact policy would have if it were used in your local area?  Please specify your 
answer in the box below, providing evidence to support your response (keeping your views to a maximum of 
200 words): 
No Response 
Page Score 
0 

Page 10: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q27. The government has committed to consult on giving licensing authorities greater freedom to take 
decisions that reflect the needs of their local community. Following the government‟s Red Tape Challenge in 
2011, three areas of reform were specified: alcohol licensing for certain types of premises providing minimal 
alcohol sales, temporary event notices (TENs) and the licensing of late night refreshment. This section asks 
for views on these proposals and suggests further ways to reduce burdens on business. The proposals set 
out here can be seen alongside work undertaken by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport to remove 
unnecessary red tape from regulated entertainment. More information on each of these areas for reform is 
available in the full consultation document. There are five subjects covered in this section. They are: ancillary 
sales of alcoholoccasional provision of licensable activities at community eventsan extension of the temporary 
event notice limit at individual premiseslate night refreshment, andfurther proposals to reduce burdens on 
business Do you want to answer questions on freeing up responsible businesses? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 



0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 11: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q28. Ancillary sales of alcohol For many businesses, the sale of alcohol is only a small part of, or incidental 
to, their wider activities, and occurs alongside the provision of another product or service (which this 
consultation refers to as an 'ancillary sale'). For example, a guesthouse might wish to provide wine to its 
guests with an evening meal or a complimentary bottle of wine in a guest's room, while a hairdresser might 
wish to offer clients a glass of wine.   Should special provision to reduce the burdens on ancillary sellers be 
limited to specific types of business, and/or be available to all types of business, providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria for limited or incidental sales?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

The provision should be limited to a specific list of certain types of business 
and the kinds of sales they make 

  X   

The provision should be available to all businesses providing they meet certain 
qualification criteria to be an ancillary seller 

X     

The provision should be available to both a specific list of premises and more 
widely to organisations meeting the prescribed definition of an ancillary seller, 

that is both the above options 
X     

Score 
0 

Q29. If special provisions to reduce licensing burdens on ancillary sellers were to include a list of certain types 
of business, do you think it should apply to the following?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  
Don't 
know  

Accommodation providers, providing alcohol alongside accommodation as 
part of the contract 

X     

Hair and beauty salons, providing alcohol alongside a hair or beauty treatment X     

Florists, providing alcohol alongside the purchase of flowers X     

Cultural organisations, such as theatres, cinemas and museums, providing 
alcohol alongside cultural events as part of the entry ticket 

X     

Regular charitable events, providing alcohol as part of the wider occasion X     

Score 
0 

Q30. Do you have any suggestions for other types of businesses to which such special provision could apply 
without impacting adversely on one or more of the licensing objectives?   Please write your suggestions in the 
box below, keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words: 
No Response 
Q31. The aim of a new „ancillary seller‟ status is to reduce burdens on businesses where the sale of alcohol is 
only a small part of their business and occurs alongside the provision of a wider product or service, while 
minimising loopholes for irresponsible businesses and maintaining the effectiveness of enforcement.   
Alternatively, a second option is to broaden the definition of 'ancillary sales' to include all businesses (and/or 
not for profit activities) through the use of a general set of qualification criteria, for example, to the effect that: 
alcohol must be sold or supplied as a small part or proportion of a sales transaction or contract for a wider 
service, andthe amount of alcohol that could be supplied as part of that contract cannot exceed a prescribed 
amount Do you think that the qualification criteria proposed meet this aim?  
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 

      

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. 
Licensing authority 
Please specify which organisation, licensing authority or police force you represent in the box below: 
Mansfield District Council 
Score 
0 

Q3. If you are responding on behalf of an organisation or interest group, please write in the box below the 
number of members in your group or organisation. 
No Response 
Q4. How did you obtain the views of your members?   Please explain in the box below keeping your response 
to a maximum of 100 words. 
No Response 
Q5. Please indicate in which region you or your organisation is based.   Please select one option from the 
menu below. 
East Midlands 
Score 
0 

Q6. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your gender?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 

Q7. If you are responding as a member of the public, what is your age?   Please select one option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 2: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q8. In the alcohol strategy, the government committed to introducing a minimum unit price for alcohol in 
England and Wales. This consultation will contribute to the debate on the most appropriate price per unit and 
the mechanism by which, once set, minimum unit pricing would remain effective. It is also an opportunity for 
interested parties to raise other issues around minimum unit pricing.  The purpose of minimum unit pricing is 
to reduce alcohol consumption, particularly by the most hazardous and harmful drinkers who tend to show a 
preference for the cheapest alcohol products. By doing so the government estimates there will be a reduction 
in the associated crime and health harms, especially the numbers of hospital admissions, alcohol-related 
deaths and alcohol-related crimes.   Minimum unit pricing is not intended disproportionately to affect 
responsible drinkers or particular social groups but to reduce the availability of alcohol sold at very low or 
heavily discounted prices.    More information (including the definitions of hazardous and harmful drinkers) is 
available in the full consultation document and the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on 
minimum unit pricing? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 



Page 3: A minimum unit price for alcohol 
Q9. The impact of minimum unit pricing will depend on the price per unit of alcohol. The government wants to 
ensure that the chosen price level is targeted and proportionate, whilst achieving a significant reduction of 
harm. The government is therefore consulting on the introduction of a recommended minimum unit price of 
45p.   The government estimates a reduction in consumption across all product types of 3.3 per cent, a 
reduction in crime of 5,240 per year, a reduction in 24,600 alcohol-related hospital admissions and 714 fewer 
deaths per year after ten years.   Do you agree that this minimum unit price level would achieve these aims?   
Please select one option. 
No 
If you think another level would be preferable, please set out your views on why this might be in the 
box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
I do not believe that minimum pricing will have any effect on consumption levels as if people want to drink 
they will go without other things such as food before they go without the alcohol. Also the people who are 
reliant on alcohol i.e. street drinkers or harmful or hazardous drinkers will likely turn to crime to obtain their 
alcohol. It will not reduce levels of alcohol related disorder but will increase levels of alcohol related crime 
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 above 
Score 
0 

Q11. The government wishes to maintain the effectiveness of minimum unit pricing and is therefore proposing 
to adjust the minimum unit price level over time.   How do you think the level of minimum unit price set by the 
government should be adjusted over time?   Please select one option. 
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 majority of people do not have an alcohol problem however they are being punished for the minority. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 4: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q13. The government is consulting on introducing a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade (e.g. shops 
and off-licences) as part of its wider strategy to reduce excessive alcohol consumption, and alongside the 
introduction of a minimum unit price. A ban on multi-buy promotions would therefore not apply to pubs, clubs, 
bars or restaurants.   The term 'multi-buy promotions' refers to alcohol promotions that offer a discount for 
buying multiple items.   The aim of a ban would be to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more 
than they otherwise would, making it cheaper (per item) to purchase more than one of a product than to 
purchase a single item.   As well as being part of a wider strategy to reduce consumption and tackle 
irresponsible alcohol sales, a ban on multi-buy promotions would also contribute to the government‟s aim of 
encouraging people to be aware of how much they drink and the risks of excessive drinking, so that they can 
make informed choices. The aim of this consultation is to assess support for such a ban and contribute to our 
understanding of the impact a ban on multi-buy promotions may have.   The types of promotion it is proposed 
that a ban would include, are: two for the price of onethree for the price of twobuy one get one freebuy six and 
get 20 per cent off24 cans of lager costing less than 24 times the cost of a single can of lager in the shopa 
case of wine sold cheaper that the individual price at which the same bottles are sold in the shop3 for £10 
where each bottle costs more than £3.33 More information is available in the full consultation document and 
the impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on a ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade? 
Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 5: A ban on multi-buy promotions in the off-trade 
Q14. Do you think there should be a ban on multi-buy promotions involving alcohol in the off-trade?   Please 



select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 

Q15. Are there any further offers which should be included in a ban on multi-buy promotions?   Please select 
one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q16. Should other factors or evidence be taken into account when considering a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q17. The aim of a ban on multi-buy promotions is to stop promotions that encourage people to buy more than 
they otherwise would, helping people to be aware of how much they drink, and to tackle irresponsible alcohol 
sales.   Do you think that there are any other groups that could be particularly affected by a ban on multi-buy 
promotions?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words): 
The general public who choose to buy when something is on offer and drink it sensibly over a period of time. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 6: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q18. In its response to the 'Rebalancing the Licensing Act' consultation in 2010, the government committed to 
review the impact of the current mandatory licensing conditions. More recently, the alcohol strategy made a 
commitment to review these mandatory licensing conditions to ensure they are sufficiently targeting problems 
such as irresponsible promotions in pubs and clubs. The government has also committed to consult on 
whether these mandatory licensing conditions should, where relevant, apply to both the on- and off-trade. This 
consultation forms part of that review, and will contribute to the government's understanding of how these 
mandatory conditions are perceived. The five mandatory licensing conditions currently set out in regulations in 
relation to the supply of alcohol are: a ban on irresponsible promotionsa ban on dispensing alcohol by one 
person directly into the mouth of anothera requirement to provide free tap water on request to customersa 
requirement to have an age verification policy to prevent the sale of alcohol to persons under 18 years of age, 
anda requirement to make available to customers small measures such as half pints or beer or cider or 125ml 
glasses of wine More information is available in the full consultation document. An explanation of each of 
these terms can be found on page 20 of the consultation document, in the glossary at the end.   Do you want 
to answer questions on reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 7: Reviewing the mandatory licensing conditions 
Q19. Do you think each of the mandatory licensing conditions is effective in promoting the licensing 
objectives? For more information on the licensing objectives please see the glossary at the end of the full 
consultation document.   Please select one option (Yes, No, Don't know) from each drop down menu. 

  
Prevention of crime 

and disorder  
Public 
safety  

Prevention of 
public nuisance  

Protection of 
children from harm  

Irresponsible 
promotions 

No No No No 

Dispensing alcohol 
directly into the mouth 

No No No No 

Mandatory provision of 
free tap water 

No No No No 

Age verification policy Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Mandatory provision of 
small measures 

No No No No 

Score 



0 

Q20. Do you think that the mandatory licensing conditions do enough to target irresponsible promotions in 
pubs and clubs?   Please select one option. 
No 
If no, please state what more could be done in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 
100 words): 
The wording for irresponsible drinks promotions needs to be more understandable and enforceable. At 
present there is a great deal of doubt about what constitutes irresponsible drinking which makes enforcement 
of this condition almost impossible and leaves authorities open to challenge. To be able to deal with the 
effects of an irresponsible promotion we would need evidence of crime and disorder linked directly to the 
promotion. This is almost like closing the gate after the horse has bolted. The free tap water condition is good 
but needs to go further to require the licensee to publicise this in a prominant position. The age verification 
policy is good but again this should be strengthened to include a more prescriptive model i.e. challenge 21 
and include training requirements and posters etc. 
Score 
0 

Q21. Are there other issues related to the licensing objectives which could be tackled through a mandatory 
licensing condition?   Please select one option. 
Yes 
If yes, please specify in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
A personal licence holder should be on the premises at all times or someone with certificated training on the 
retail of alcohol which must be documented on the premises e.g. BIIAB Responsible Alcohol Retailing 
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): 
Irresponsible promotions if redrafted should apply to the off trade. 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 8: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q23. We want to ensure that licensing authorities are able to take alcohol-related health harms into 
consideration when making decisions about cumulative impact policies (CIPs) which can be used to manage 
problems linked to the density of premises in specific areas. A CIP introduces a rebuttable presumption that 
all new licence applications and variations in that area will normally be refused if the licensing authority 
receives a relevant representation stating that the application will add to the cumulative impact. However each 
application must still be considered on its own merits and the licensing authority may still grant the application 
if it is satisfied that the application will not contribute to the cumulative impact. We are proposing that licensing 
authorities will be able to take evidence of alcohol-related health harm into account in deciding whether to 
introduce a CIP and the extent of that CIP. This would be a discretionary power and not an obligation. We 
expect that those areas with the highest levels of alcohol-related health harm, or fast rising levels of harm 
from alcohol, will be most likely to use this power. It will allow local health bodies to fully contribute to local 
decision making and mean licensing authorities can restrict the number of licensed premises in the local area 
on the basis of robust local evidence. More information is available in the full consultation document and 
impact assessment.   Do you want to answer questions on health as a licensing objective for cumulative 
impact policies? Please select one option. 
Yes 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 9: Health as a licensing objective for cumulative impact 
policies 
Q24. What sources of evidence on alcohol-related health harm could be used to support the introduction of a 
cumulative impact policy (CIP) if it were possible for a CIP to include consideration of health?   Please specify 
in the box below (keeping your views to a maximum of 200 words): 
Number of A & E admissions involving alcohol. Ambulance pick ups from the proposed area.  
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): 
Providing the data was accurate and defendable then it would strenghen any proposed policy and it would 
make it more difficult for applicants within the CIP to rebut the presumption as they would have to consider 
health implications as well as crime and disorder.  
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: 
Although I do not feel that a prescribed list should be used if the government chose this option they would 
need to consider limousines and other special event vehicles offering champagne as part of the package. 
However I feel it is better that everyone has to meet a specific criteria.  
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 would depend on what the prescribed amount 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: 
The most important thing is that regulation stil requires the business to hold some form of qualification which 
involves training to understand their obligations around the sale of alcohol. As a result a personal licence is 
much more important than a premises licence to an ancillary seller. Even with a personal licence I believe that 
there should be a light touch form of authorisation so that these premises can be monitored so that they do 
not abuse their exemption.  
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       

Increase the burden X     

Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 13: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q37. Should the number of TENs which can be given in respect of individual premises be increased?   Please 
select one option. 
Don't know 
Score 
0 

Q38. If you answered yes, please select one option to indicate which you would prefer.   Please select one 
option. 
No Response 
Score 
0 
Page Score 
0 

Page 14: Freeing up responsible businesses 
Q39. Do you think that licensing authorities should have local discretion around late night refreshment in each 
of the following ways?   Please select one option in each row. 

  Yes  No  Don't know  

Determining that premises in certain areas are exempt   X   

Determining that certain premises types are exempt in their local area   X   

Score 
0 

Q40. Do you agree that motorway service areas should receive a nationally prescribed exemption from 
regulations for the provision of late night refreshment?   Please select one option. 
No 
Score 
0 

Q41. Please describe in the box below any other types of premises to which you think a nationally prescribed 
exemption should apply (keeping your views to a maximum of 100 words). 
I feel that exempting certain premises would render the system unfair.  
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.) 
Remove the restriction on petrol stations. The present exemption just causes confusion and creates a burden 
on both licensing authorities and businesses when dealing with applications.  
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 
 

 

 


