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Exploring the impact of the local implementation of a

minimum price for a unit of alcohol
- the evidence for
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The scale of the local problem

EVERY YEAR
DUE TO ALCOHOL
CONSUMPTION
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ADULTS DIE
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InBarnsley

5.0% of people drink at high risk levels

% of Population who are in each drinker
group
Barnsley

5.0%

21.5% B Abstainer
Moderate
Increasing risk

m Increased Risk

55.2%

% of Population who are in each drinker
group
45% England

21.0% B Abstainer
Moderate
Increasing risk

B |ncreased Risk
57.4%

They drink 33% of all alcohol

% of all alcohol consumed by drinker

group
Barnsley
20%
= Abstainer
Moderate
Increasing risk
H [ncreased Risk
47%

% of all alcohol consumed by drinker

group
England
22%
= Abstainer
Moderate

Increasing risk

B |ncreased Risk

47%

They drink 44% of the cheap alcohol
sold below 50p per unit

% of all alcohol sold under 50p per unit
consumed by drinker group

Barnsley
13%
= Abstainer
Moderate
Increasing risk
43% H Increased Risk

% of all alcohol sold under 50p per unit
consumed by drinker group

England
14%
= Abstainer
Moderate
Increasing risk
- .
45% Increased Risk
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Yorkshire and the Humber experiences more alcohol related
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Alcohol-attributable Deaths per
100,000 Adult Population by Index
of Multiple Deprivation Quintile

More deprived
areas experience
higher rates of
alcohol attributable
deaths — and the
gap betweenrich
and poor can be
bigger in many LAs
Barnsley National than it is nationally
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Alcohol-attributable deaths per 100,000
adults per year
P EPNNOWOW
O 01O 010 01 O Ol

Q1 (least deprived)
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Impact of MUP
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Impact of a 50p MUP locally?

— MUP IMPACT — — MUP IMPACT —
116

@ DEATHS l :
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HOSPITAL ADMISSIONS PER YEAR
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SAVE THE NHS
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Impact of 50p MUP on Average
Weekly Alcohol Consumption

Impact of a 50p MUP on weekly alcohol consumption

— MUP IMPACT —

Moderate Increasing risk Higher risk

Consumption
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Change in weekly units of alcohol
(o) (o)) AN N
[ Ney)
EEEsss——— Q3
I Q4
I Q5 (most deprived)

Barnsley
-10

-12




#MUPlocal
13

MOA

PIayexeM

pRYyBUS
weyiayloy
IIYSHIOA ULON

aJ1ysujoouIT YyuoN

aJlysujooul 1se3 yuoN
spaa

SEEINIIN

[INH uodn uoi1sbury

S.IYSHIOA JO Buipry 1se3

Nationally

Jaiseauoq
alepiapred
plojpeig

As|sureg

o o

-2

< Lo ©
1 1 1

dNN dog e Japun Jeak Jad synpe 000‘00T
lad syreap s|qeingune-joyoae ul abueyd

Impact of 50p MUP on alcohol related deaths
IS bigger in Yorkshire and the Humber than
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Impact on alcohol related deaths
IS bigger in higher risk drinkers
and in deprived areas

Impact of a 50p MUP on alcohol-attributable deaths
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A 50p MUP is around
10 times more effective than a 30p threshold &
2 times more effective than a 40p threshold

Minimum Unit Price threshold sensitivity Minimum Unit Price threshold sensitivity
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Change in annual revenue (Em)

Impact on Alcohol Sales
for Business

Impact on retailer revenue (Emillions after duty & VAT)

Barnsley g£284 £28.2

+£2.2
£17.6
£15.4

Baseline Change After 50p
MUP

Off-trade

Off trade retailers
would see substantial
increased revenue

I £0.2 I

Baseline Change After 50p
MUP

On-trade

On trade retailers
would see very little
change in revenue
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Impact on Alcohol Sales
for Business

Average change in retailer revenue per outlet
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