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Paragraph 3.11 – 3.17: Public Health
‘The purpose of these paragraphs is unclear, the
information provided is oversimplified, their
inclusion is pejorative and they should be deleted.
If these paragraphs are not to be deleted then
they must be amended in order that any
“research” referred to is properly identified,
context is provided and the correct figures used
when calculating the estimated numbers of
problem gamblers and at risk gamblers’.

Due regard has been given to the comments to
these paragraphs and are duly considered below.

‘Paragraph 3.12 refers to “research” but it is not
clear what this research is, when this research was
conducted or where. The paragraph refers to a
“city region like Greater Manchester” and if it is to
be left in the statement of principles, it should be
clear that these figures are not figures from
Greater Manchester itself’.

Due regard has been given to this particular
comment. This is the most up to date data we have
available and incorporated an estimate based on
GM population demographics using analysis
conducted by Leeds Beckett University specifically
looking at urban areas.
The national data for gambling harm quoted by the
BGC includes areas that bear no similarity to GM,
therefore we have used more specific data to
inform our estimates so they are relevant to our
local population.
However, the policy can be amended to include the
following reference, “Kenyon (2017) Problem
Gambling in Leeds: Report to Leeds City Council.
Leeds Beckett. Available at:

http://eprints.leedsbeckett.ac.uk/id/eprint/3945/1/
Problem%20Gambling%20Report.pdf”
‘Paragraph 3.13 contains the statement, “Men,
younger adults (aged 18-34) and adults from a
lower socio-economic or black and minority ethnic
background are more likely to be classified as
gamblers experiencing some level of harm”. This
may be correct where those groups do engage in
gambling but context is all important. Otherwise a
misleading impression is given’.

Due regard has been given to this particular
comment. Anyone who gambles is vulnerable to
harm, however this data is taken from the most
recent surveys conducted by Gamble Aware – more
research has been done in this space following the
quoted 2015 report.
We know that gambling prevalence is lower among
people from black and ethnic minority backgrounds
so the overall numbers are lower, but of those who
do participate more report experiencing harm as a
result, therefore this statement is an accurate
reflection of the data.
However, the policy can be amended to include the
following reference “Dinos, S. et al. (2020)
‘Treatment Needs and Gap Analysis in Great
Britain’, GambleAware p. 45. Available at:
https://www.begambleaware.org/
sites/default/files/2020-12/treatment-needs-andgap- analysis-in-great-britain-a- synthesis-offindings1.pdf”

Paragraph 3.37: Factors that will not be relevant
‘Paragraph 3.37 contains a list of bullet points
detailing representations that would not be

Due regard has been given to this particular
comment. Current text sufficiently describes factors

which will not be taken into account. There is no legal

considered. This list should be expanded to include
issues of nuisance and whether the proposals have
or are likely to be granted building regulation
approval or planning permission’.

basis for issues of nuisance or planning permission to be
incorporated into a licensing decision as these are
determined on different grounds and therefore is
irrelevant. As such, the policy shall not be amended.

Paragraph 4.8 – 4.12: How the licensing
committee decides what conditions to apply to
premises licences
‘Paragraphs 4.8 to 4.12 inclusive explain the
licensing authority’s approach to the imposition of
conditions on premises licences. This section
would be assisted by a clear explanation that all
Gambling Act 2005 premises licences are subject
to mandatory and default conditions which are
intended to be sufficient to ensure operation that
is consistent with the licensing objectives.
Accordingly, it is unlikely that's additional
conditions will need to be imposed. This section
should also be clear that additional conditions will
only be imposed only where there is evidence of a
risk to the licensing objectives in the circumstances
of a particular case which requires that the
mandatory and default conditions be
supplemented’.

Due regard has been given to this particular
comment. The first bullet point of para 4.8 refers to
“conditions specified in the Gambling Act 2005”.
Individual licensing authorities can determine what
conditions apply in accordance with the Statement
of Principles and the Gambling Act. While some
conditions are mandatory these do not describe the
minimum conditions that can be imposed on
licenses. The policy already does specify that any
conditions will be proportionate to the
circumstances which they are seeking to address.
As such, the policy shall not be amended.

Due regard has been given to this particular
comment. This section provides context to inform
Paragraph 5.5 – 5.7: Gambling Related Harm
‘It is not clear what the purpose of these paragraphs the risk assessment and the Statement of
are and they should be removed’.
Principles. In accordance with the objectives of the
GM gambling harm reduction programme these are
key factors to consider.
However, for conciseness, we can combine content
from paragraphs headed “Public Health (3.113.17)” and “Gambling related harm (5.5-5.7)” in
one place in the document.

Paragraph 5.8 – 5.17: Local Risk Assessments
‘Paragraph 5.8 to 5.17 inclusive explains the
requirement for an operator to assess the local
risk to the licensing objectives posed by the
provision of gambling facilities at its premises and
have policies procedures and control measures to
mitigate those risks. These paragraphs are overly
prescriptive and unnecessary’.

‘Paragraph 5.12 details matters that the authority
will expect the local risk assessment to include.
This is unnecessary. An operator will always assess

Due regard has been given to the comments.
Providing comprehensive and detailed information
to be considered is a good way to gauge whether
the operator and staff teams are fully aware of the
challenges present in the local area and can help
reassure that appropriate mitigations are in place.
It is included specifically to provide clear guidance
on what is expected from operators in accordance
with our shared aim of preventing and reducing
gambling harm. As such, the policy shall not be
amended.
Para 5.8-5.17 clearly describes what is expected of
the risk assessment and does not suggest that a
license will not be granted if these conditions are
present. As such, the policy shall not be amended.

risks within the local environment. The issues
outlined within paragraph 5.12 occur in all urban
landscapes and operators will take into account
anything relevant to the licensing objectives when
assessing risk. The policy should be clear that the
mere presence of any of the issues outlined in the
bullet points should not affect the grant of an
application as long as an operator has assessed
those risks and has control measures and strike
control measures, policies and procedures in place
to address and mitigate them’.

