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1. Overview

Improving diet and levels of healthy weight remains a public health priority. As part of
a wide range of action to improve diet, and help create a food environment which
better supports healthier choices, this Government is committed to restricting
promotions of food and drink high in fat, sugar or salt (HFSS) at the point of
purchase.

The primary aim of the policy is to reduce the public health harms associated with
the excess consumption of calories, fat, sugar and salt, including the risks of
developing type 2 diabetes, various types of cancer and other conditions such as
cardiovascular disease.

Building on previous engagement, a consultation took place in 2022 to inform further
development and impact assessment of the policy. This provided the opportunity to
take account of developments such as EU exit, COVID, cost of living and the
introduction of equivalent restrictions in England.

Across November and December 2023, three Ministerial roundtables were held
online with a range of stakeholders from public health organisations and businesses.
These discussions helped shape a further public consultation on the proposed detail
of the policy, which ran from 27 February to 21 May 2024.

During the consultation period, three more Ministerial roundtables were held virtually,
to allow stakeholders to share their views on the proposed detail set out in the
consultation directly with the Minister.

Stakeholders were asked to provide their views on proposals for inclusion within
scope of the policy, including targeted foods, price and location restrictions,
gualifying businesses and the proposed approach to enforcement and
implementation.

This document provides a high-level summary of the six roundtable discussions.



2. Public Health Roundtable — November 2023 — Summary of discussion

Thursday 16 November 2023, 09:45-10:45
Microsoft Teams meeting

Attendees:

Jenni Minto MSP, Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health
Scottish Government officials

British Heart Foundation

Bite Back

Cancer Research UK

Diabetes Scotland

Food Standards Scotland

Obesity Action Scotland

Public Health Scotland

NCD Alliance Scotland

Summary of discussion
1. Welcome and Introduction

e The Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health welcomed attendees to the
meeting and provided an overview of the agenda.

e The purpose of the roundtable was to allow for focused discussion on areas of
the policy which have generated significant feedback from stakeholders,
specifically meal deals, temporary price reduction and business exemptions.

e Briefing and questions were circulated to attendees in advance to help facilitate
focused discussion.

2. Meal Deals

Question:

There are different ways in which we could restrict meal deal promotions. What
would be the preferred approach to targeting meal deals from a public health
perspective and why?

Discussion

Attendees shared their views in response to the above question. In the discussion
the following attendee views were noted:

e Unanimous support for including meal deals in the policy to maximise its
effectiveness.

e Restrictions should align with the proposed Welsh Government approach and
cover non-pre-packed HFSS food alongside pre-packed items, to prevent
loopholes and maximise impact.

e Children’s meals should be targeted alongside options aimed at adults.



e Importance of careful consideration of how the policy is communicated, with a
focus on improving access to healthier foods and to promote the value of
healthier options.

3. Temporary Price Reductions (TPRs)

Questions:

What are your views on the public health impacts/benefits (including unintended
consequences) of: i) targeting TPRs; and ii) not targeting TPRs

We welcome any evidence stakeholder may be able to share that could
contribute to the evidence base on TPRs?

Discussion

Attendees shared their views in response to the above questions. In the discussion it
was noted:

Attendees strongly supported the inclusion of TPRs within the policy, highlighting
their prevalence and the risk of creating a loophole that could undermine the
public health impact of the policy if not targeted.

Attendees indicated a preference for alignment with the Welsh Government's
approach to TPRs; TPRs should be within scope of restrictions.

There is a need for flexibility in the regulations in order to respond to changing
industry behaviour.

4. Business Exemptions

Questions:

Based on your knowledge and experience, how will the public health benefits of
the policy be impacted if smaller businesses are exempt from: i) location
restrictions? ii) price and location restrictions?

Based on your knowledge and experience what would the impact on
disadvantaged groups be if smaller businesses are exempt from: i) location
restrictions? ii) price and location restrictions?

Discussion

Attendees shared their views in response to the above questions. In the discussion
the following attendees views were noted:

There should be as few exemptions as possible in order to maximise the impact
of the policy.

Exempting smaller stores, especially in rural areas and areas of multiple
deprivation, could exacerbate health inequalities.

There may be implementation challenges in small stores. Attendees suggested
additional support may be needed to enable small stores to offer healthier
choices.

It was suggested that it will be important to learn from the regulations in England
in respect of exemptions.



5. Final Comments and Close

Attendees reiterated support for the legislation, emphasising the importance
of taking time to get it right rather than rushing it.

The Minister thanked attendees for their valuable contributions, welcoming
additional written representations to officials by Wednesday 13 December. In
addition, attendees were invited to contact officials should they wish to meet
to discuss the issue further.

The Minister noted the roundtable session is the next step in an extensive
consultation process and responses would be fed into a suite of impact
assessment as well as to further inform our forthcoming consultation on the
detail of proposed regulations.



3. Wholesaler and Manufacturer Roundtable — December 2023 — Summary of
discussion

Monday 4 December 2023, 12:45-13:45
Microsoft Teams meeting

e John Nicholson, Deputy Director, Population Health Strategy and Improvement,
Scottish Government

Scottish Government officials

Bestway

Coca Cola

Deans

Food and Drink Federation Scotland

Food and Drink Scotland

JW Filshill

Mackies

Mars

Mondelez

Nestle

Pepsi

Scottish Wholesale Association

Snack Nut And Crisp Manufacturer Association (SNACMA)
Suntory

Taylors Snacks

Apologies
¢ Jenni Minto MSP, Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health

Summary of discussion
1. Welcome and introduction

e Due to technical issues the Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health was
unable to join the meeting. Senior Officials initiated the meeting on behalf of the
Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health and introduced the agenda.
Attendees confirmed they were happy to proceed in the Minister’s absence.

e The purpose of the roundtable was to allow for focused discussion on areas of
the policy which have generated significant feedback from stakeholders
specifically meal deals, temporary price reduction and business exemptions.

e Briefing and question were circulated to attendees in advance to help facilitate
focused discussion.

e It was noted that under Competition Law, some attendees would be unable to
give specific details and could provide further information following the meeting.



2.

Meal Deals

Question:

There are different ways in which we could restrict meal deal promotions. What
would be the preferred approach to targeting meal deals from a public health
perspective and why?

Discussion

Attendees shared their views in response to the above questions. In the discussion
attendee views were noted:

3.

The Good Food Nation initiative was a comprehensive strategy to follow instead
of implementing restrictions.

Concern about the logistical challenges of targeting specific components within
meal deals (i.e. targeting pre-packed foods), and the potential for increased cost
to be passed on to the consumer.

Concern that restrictive measures could displace healthier options.

Attendees suggested focusing on promoting healthier combinations within meal
deals to address childhood obesity trends, rather than banning them outright.
Officials confirmed the proposal was not to ban all meal deals. The proposal is to
restrict less healthy meals deals with no restriction on the promotion of healthier
options.

Temporary Price Reductions (TPRs)

Questions:

What are your views on the public health impacts/benefits (including unintended
consequences) of: i) targeting TPRs; and ii) not targeting TPRs

We welcome any evidence stakeholder may be able to share that could
contribute to the evidence base on TPRs?

Discussion

Attendees shared their views in response to the above questions. In the discussion it
was noted:

The significance of TPRs for driving sales and supporting Scottish produce. It
was attendees unanimous view that restricting TPRs would significantly and
negatively impact businesses.

Concerns regarding increased costs for the consumer and potential differences in
prices between Scotland and the UK.

Attendees voiced the need for a clear understanding of targeted categories and
confirmation of which Nutrition Profiling Model (NPM) would be used to identify
foods high in fat, sugar or salt (HFSS).



4.

Business Exemptions

Questions:

Based on your knowledge and experience, how will the public health benefits of
the policy be impacted if smaller businesses are exempt from: i) location
restrictions? ii) price and location restrictions?

Based on your knowledge and experience what would the impact on
disadvantaged groups be if smaller businesses are exempt from: i) location
restrictions? ii) price and location restrictions?

Discussion

Attendees shared their views in response to the above questions. In the discussion
attendees noted:

Exempting smaller stores, especially in areas of multiple deprivation, could drive
up health inequalities.

Concerns surrounding unsuccessful previous initiatives, emphasising the need
for collaborative efforts and evidence-based decision-making.

Importance of distinguishing between types of businesses, such as symbol
groups and franchises, and clearly defining micro and small businesses.

Concluding Remarks:

e Senior officials thanked attendees for their valuable contributions, welcoming
any addition written representations _to officials by Wednesday 13 December.
In addition attendees were invited to contact officials should they wish to have
follow up discussions on any aspect of this policy.

e Senior officials noted the roundtable session is the next step in an extensive
consultation process and responses would be fed into a suite of impact
assessment as well as to further inform our forthcoming consultation on the
detail of proposed regulations.
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4.

Retailer Roundtable — December 2023 — Summary of discussion

Friday 8 December 2023, 10:15-11:15
Microsoft Teams meeting

Attendees:

Jenni Minto MSP, Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health
Niamh O’Connor, Deputy Director, Population Health Strategy and Improvement,
Scottish Government

Scottish Government officials

Asda

Association of Convenience Stores (ACS)

Boots

Co-Op

Iceland

Just Eat

Lidl

Marks and Spencer

Sainsburys

Scottish Grocers’ Federation

Scottish Retail Consortium

Summary of discussion

1. Welcome and introduction

e The Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health welcomed attendees to the
meeting and provided an overview of the agenda.

e The purpose of the roundtable was to allow for focused discussion on areas of
the policy which have generated significant feedback from stakeholders
specifically meal deals, temporary price reduction and business exemptions.

e Briefing and question were circulated to attendees in advance to help facilitate
focused discussion.

2. Meal Deals

Question:

There are different ways in which we could restrict meal deal promotions. What
would be the preferred approach to targeting meal deals from a public health
perspective and why?

Discussion

Attendees shared their views in response to the above questions. In the discussion
attendees noted:

Including meal deals within scope raised potential challenges in consistent
implementation across industry. This included an unlevel playing field compared



to the hospitality sector, and possible disadvantages for smaller businesses
unable to provide the same value to customers.

e Meal deals should be seen less as a cause of overconsumption and more as an
affordable and convenient option providing choices to consumers, including
healthy options.

e Evening meal deals are often portion controlled, and are likely to be lower in
calories than less healthy takeaways.

3. Temporary Price Reductions (TPRs):

Questions:

e What are your views on the public health impacts/benefits (including unintended
consequences) of: i) targeting TPRs; and ii) not targeting TPRs

o We welcome any evidence stakeholder may be able to share that could
contribute to the evidence base on TPRs?

Discussion

Attendees shared their views in response to the above questions. In the discussion

attendees noted:

e TPRs are important competitive tools that differentiate stores and provide value
to customers, especially with recent inflation and cost of living pressures.

e TPRs are not solely aimed at promoting High Fat, Sugar, and Salt (HFSS) foods
but are used across a range of goods and aid in managing stock, reducing waste,
and responding to shifting consumer demands.

e For larger stores, TPRs are available UK-wide regardless of size or location.
Restriction of TPRs in Scotland may disproportionately impact stores in rural
communities and result in increased costs for consumers.

¢ Implementing and enforcing restrictions on TPRs pose significant challenges due
to their temporary nature and diverse product range.

e TPRs are often used to promote local, Scottish SMEs produce and support their
competition with larger brands.

e Regulation would not be subject to sufficient scrutiny given the impacts that
proposals to include TPRs would have both on consumers and business. Some
attendees raised the appropriateness of restricting TPRs during a cost of living
crisis.

4. Business exemptions

Questions:

e Based on your knowledge and experience, how will the public health benefits of
the policy be impacted if smaller businesses are exempt from: i) location
restrictions? ii) price and location restrictions?

e Based on your knowledge and experience what would the impact on
disadvantaged groups be if smaller businesses are exempt from: i) location
restrictions? ii) price and location restrictions?



Discussion

Attendees shared their views in response to the above questions. In the discussion
attendees noted:

Specialists stores, for example chocolatiers, should be permitted to sell chocolate
(which would likely be subject to restriction) at front of store as it is the good they
are in the market to sell.

There was a call for the convenience store threshold to be increased from
2000sgft to 3000sqft.

Symbol Groups are different to franchises due to their independent ownership,
and should not be treated as a franchise for convenience stores.

Any restrictions for small businesses should align with ongoing Scottish
Government initiatives related to alcohol policies and deposit return schemes to
ensure coherence across policies.

Guidance on restrictions needs to be timely, inclusive of business input, and
avoid complexity in implementation, learning from previous delays in England's
approach.

5. Closing remarks

The Minister thanked attendees for their valuable contributions, welcoming
additional written representations to officials by Wednesday 13 December. In
addition attendees were invited to contact officials should they wish to meet on a
one to one basis to discuss any further aspect of this policy.

The Minister noted the roundtable session is the next step in an extensive
consultation process and responses would be fed into a suite of impact
assessment as well as to further inform our forthcoming consultation on the detail
of proposed regulations.
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5. Public Health Roundtable — May 2024 — Summary of discussion

09 May, 15:00-16:30
Microsoft Teams

Attendees:

Jenni Minto, Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health
Scottish Government officials
British Heart Foundation
Cancer Research UK
Diabetes Scotland

FSS

NCD Alliance

Nesta

Obesity Action Scotland

PHS

Summary of discussion

1. Welcome and introductions

e The Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health welcomed attendees to the
meeting and provided an overview of the agenda.

e The lead officer for the policy gave a short presentation of the policy’s
background and consultation process.

e The purpose of the roundtable was to allow for focused discussion on proposals
outlined in the consultation document that were of particular interest to
stakeholders, specifically promotion types, qualifying businesses and
implementation.

e Briefing and questions were circulated to attendees in advance to help facilitate
focused discussion.

2. Promotion types

Questions:

e We have set out our proposals for restricting price and location promotions in our
consultation. How effective do you think the definitions and proposals are when

considering the implementation of restrictions on the following elements:

e Meal deals: Is there a preferred option from a business perspective? Please
explain the benefits and any unintended consequences of each option.

e TPRs: Do you have views on the proposed definition or how it might be

improved? Is there data on the use of TPRs to support our consideration of
impact?

11



e Free standing displays: Do you have any views on the proposed definition
or how this might be improved? Is there any data on the use of these types of
structures to support our considerations around impact?

Discussion

e Support expressed for restrictions on price and location promotions to be as
comprehensive as possible.

e Meal deal option 1 was considered most comprehensive, though option 3 was
noted as potentially more practical for business implementation. Option 2 was
suggested as being a possible compromise, as it could be easier for businesses
to implement while still capping calories.

e Strong agreement on the necessity to include Temporary Price Reductions
(TPRs) and freestanding displays to avoid loopholes.

e Emphasis on the importance of clear definitions for different promotion types to
ensure restrictions are as effective as possible.

3. Qualifying businesses
Questions:

e What are your views on implementing proposed price and location restrictions in
out of home businesses?

Discussion

1. Strong consensus on including Out of Home (OOH) businesses in the
restrictions, due to the significant contribution of calories they contribute to
people’s diets.

2. Concerns raised that exempting smaller businesses could potentially exacerbate
health inequalities due to the distribution of smaller OOH businesses in areas of
higher deprivation.

3. Emphasis on the importance of monitoring and evaluation in this area.

We recently issued points of clarification on qualifying businesses and Out of Home
businesses operating within the premises of a qualifying business. Do you have any
comments on the points of clarification issued?

e No specific comments were provided in response to this question.

4. Public health impact

Questions:

e Do you have further evidence to support our considerations of impact from a

public health perspective? In particular around areas where we propose to go
further than the UK Government e.g TPRs, meal deals, out of home.

12



Are you aware of any evidence around potential cost of living considerations?

Discussion

Recognition of the importance of comprehensive evidence to support proposals,
and attendees offered to share recent and forthcoming research and publications.
Discussion on reframing language around the policy to shift focus to positive
health outcomes rather than restrictions.

Consideration of the need to balance arguments about cost of living impacts with
the higher rate of dietary health issues in more deprived areas.

5. Implementation

Questions:

e Given the proposals, do you have a view on the proposed implementation
period? In particular around areas of consumer messaging to support consumer
understanding of measure to improve the food environment.

e Building on experience with other policies, do you have any thoughts to help
shape the process for developing effective guidance and associated consumer
communication?

Discussion

Agreement for a 12-month implementation period, with the suggestion given for a
phased approach to implementation and additional support for smaller
businesses.

Importance highlighted of using clear, plain language in guidance for effective
public messaging.

Emphasis on the requirement for sufficient funding, training and collaboration for
enforcement bodies.

Support reiterated for measures going further than current regulations in England
to help deliver the necessary improvement in public health.

Open discussion

Agreement that non-prepacked food should be in scope.

Agreement that the current evidence base and expected public health benefits
are enough to justify introduction of a comprehensive set of measures.
Reiteration of importance of continuing to add to the evidence base through
monitoring and evaluation of the policy, as well as ongoing research.

Final Comments and Close
The Minister thanked attendees for their valuable contributions, and reiterated the
importance of replying to the consultation.

Attendees were invited to contact officials should they wish to discuss any areas
of the policy in more detail before submitting their consultation response.

13



6. Retail Roundtable — May 2024 — Summary of discussion

10 May 2024, 12:30-14:00
Microsoft Teams

Attendees:

Jenni Minto MSP, Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health
Scottish Government officials

Asda

Association of Convenience Stores (ACS)
Boots

Co-Op

Deliveroo

Federation of Small Businesses (FSB)
Iceland

Just Eat

Sainsburys

ScotMid

Scottish Grocers’ Federation (SGF)
Scottish Retail Consortium (SRC)

Tesco

Summary of discussion

1. Welcome and introductions

e The Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health welcomed attendees to the
meeting and provided an overview of the agenda.

e The lead officer for the policy gave a short presentation of the policy’s
background and consultation process.

e The purpose of the roundtable was to allow for focused discussion on proposals
outlined in the consultation document that were of particular interest to
stakeholders, specifically promotion types, qualifying businesses and
implementation.

e Briefing and questions were circulated to attendees in advance to help facilitate
focused discussion.

2. Promotion types

Questions:

e We have set out our proposals for restricting price and location promotions in our
consultation. How effective do you think the definitions and proposals are when
considering the implementation of restrictions on the following elements:

e Meal deals: Is there a preferred option from a business perspective? Please
explain the benefits and any unintended consequences of each option.

e TPRs: Do you have views on the proposed definition or how it might be
improved? Is there data on the use of TPRs to support our consideration of
impact?

14



e Free standing displays: Do you have any views on the proposed definition
or how this might be improved? Is there any data on the use of these types of
structures to support our considerations around impact?

Discussion

« Concerns raised about the regulatory burden on small businesses, with calls
for exemptions (price and location) for stores under 3000 square feet
regardless of employee number.

o Preference given for alignment with English regulations.

e Strong opposition to the inclusion of Temporary Price Reductions (TPRs) due
to their importance as a business tool.

e Concerns expressed around the definitions of freestanding displays,
especially regarding operational challenges.

« Discussion around meal deals, with attendees questioning their impact on
overconsumption and suggesting the options may be too complicated to
implement and communicate to customers.

3. Qualifying Businesses
Questions:

e We recently issued a point of clarification on qualifying businesses.
e Do you have any comments on the point of clarification issued?
e What are your views on qualifying business within scope including proposed
exemptions for small businesses based on employee number and floor
space?

e We recently issued a point of clarification on Out of Home businesses operating
within the premises of a qualifying business.
¢ Do you have any comments on the point of clarification issued?

e What are your views on implementing proposed price and location restrictions in
out of home businesses?
e Are there any implementation challenges, including unintended
consequences?

e What are your views on the proposed approach to symbol groups and
franchises?
e Are there any benefits or implementation challenges including unintended
consequences of the proposed approach?
e Can you share any additional information about the operation of symbol
groups to help inform our considerations?

15



Discussion

Suggestion that local authorities may have limited enforcement capabilities.
Concern the lack of a Primary Authority in Scotland may cause difficulties for
implementation.

Concerns raised in relation to the current definition of symbol groups given
perceived enforcement challenges i.e how would enforcement officers be able to
identify symbol groups within scope of regulations and how enforcement would
be effectively implemented

More clarity requested around the definition of hospitality businesses in scope.

4. Implementation

Questions:

e Given the proposals, what are your views on the proposed 12 month
implementation period? In particular around practicalities associated with the
preparation for implementation, i.e. store refit, stock, system changes, consumer
communication.

¢ Building on experience with other policies, do you have any examples of best
practice around the process for developing and presenting effective guidance?

e When should this be available to businesses?
e Would you be willing to support the development of guidance and help us test
draft guidance as it develops before final versions are made available?

e Do you foresee any impacts on the ability of businesses to trade either within the
UK market or internationally as a result of any of the proposed measures? Please
explain.

Discussion

e A 12-month minimum implementation period may be possible if regulations align
with UK. More time may be needed for aspects such as supply chain
communication and licensing considerations.

e Where there are areas of divergence, more time would be needed and a
staggered approach could be considered.

e Significant costs and time will be incurred for store refits, particularly for smaller
businesses.

¢ Reiteration of the importance of a coordinated approach to upcoming regulations,
to reduce burden on retailers.

¢ No comments were made on the ability of businesses to trade within the UK
market or internationally.

5. Open discussion

It is anticipated there will be technical challenges in updating systems to reflect
changes in meal deal definitions.

16



Consistent categories with England's regulations will make implementation
easier.

Emphasis on the need for clear government communication of the policy to
consumers, to reduce the risk of abuse towards retail workers.

. Final comments and close

The Minister thanked attendees for their valuable contributions, and reiterated the
importance of replying to the consultation.

Attendees were invited to contact officials should they wish to discuss any areas
of the policy in more detail before submitting their consultation response.

17



7. Wholesaler and Manufacturer Roundtable — May 2024 — Summary of
discussion

16 May 2024, 15:00-16:30
Microsoft Teams

Jenni Minto MSP, Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health
Neil Gray MSP, Cabinet Secretary for Health and Social Care
Scottish Government officials

Coca Cola

Food and Drink Federation Scotland

Nairns Oatcakes

Mondelez

PepsiCo

Scottish Wholesale Association

Scotland Food and Drink

UK Hospitality

Summary of discussion
1. Welcome and introductions

e The Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health welcomed attendees to the
meeting and provided an overview of the agenda.

e The lead officer for the policy gave a short presentation of the policy’s
background and consultation process.

¢ The purpose of the roundtable was to allow for focused discussion on proposals
outlined in the consultation document that were of particular interest to
stakeholders, specifically promotion types, qualifying businesses and
implementation.

e Briefing and questions were circulated to attendees in advance to help facilitate
focused discussion.

2. Promotion types

Questions:

e We have set out our proposals for restricting price and location promotions in our
consultation. How effective do you think the definitions and proposals are when

considering the implementation of restrictions on the following elements:

e Meal deals: Is there a preferred option from a business perspective? Please
explain the benefits and any unintended consequences of each option.

e TPRs: Do you have views on the proposed definition or how it might be
improved? Is there data on the use of TPRs to support our consideration of
impact?

18



e Free standing displays: Do you have any views on the proposed definition
or how this might be improved? Is there any data on the use of these types of
structures to support our considerations around impact?

Discussion

3.

e Strong opposition to the inclusion of Temporary Price Reductions (TPRs) as
they are an important tool for small and local producers to bring their products
to market.

e Meal deals noted as less of a concern, though current definitions were
considered too broad and alignment with UK regulations on this topic is
preferred.

e Concern raised that including only pre-packed goods in scope of the policy
risks creating disparity between retail and out of home businesses.

e Concern that challenges may arise for businesses around updating IT
systems.

e Alignment with UK regulations is preferred.

Qualifying businesses

Questions:

We recently issued a point of clarification on qualifying businesses.

¢ Do you have any comments on the point of clarification issued?

e What are your views on qualifying business within scope including proposed
exemptions for small businesses based on employee number and floor
space?

We recently issued a point of clarification on Out of Home businesses operating
within the premises of a qualifying business.
e Do you have any comments on the point of clarification issued?

What are your views on implementing proposed price and location restrictions in

out of home businesses?

e Are there any implementation challenges, including unintended
consequences?

What are your views on the proposed approach to symbol groups and

franchises?

e Are there any benefits or implementation challenges including unintended
consequences of the proposed approach?

e Can you share any additional information about the operation of symbol
groups to help inform our considerations?

Discussion

e Acknowledgement of the recently issued points of clarification around out of
home businesses.

e Further clarification was requested on concessions.

e No other comments were made in relation to these questions.

19



4. Implementation

Questions:

e Given the proposals, what are your views on the proposed 12 month
implementation period? In particular around practicalities associated with the
preparation for implementation, i.e. stock, system changes, consumer
communication.

e Building on experience with other policies, do you have any examples of best

practice around the process for developing and presenting effective guidance?

e When should this be available to businesses?

e Would you be willing to support the development of guidance and help us test

draft guidance as it develops before final versions are made available?

¢ Do you foresee any impacts on the ability of businesses to trade either within the
UK market or internationally as a result of any of the proposed measures? Please

explain.
Discussion
e Strong preference for at least a 12-18 month implementation period, which

should be extended if any areas diverge from alignment with UK regulations.
e Concern expressed around logistical bottlenecks, such as a limit on available

shop fitters, potential delays in obtaining planning permission, and preparation

required to comply with other forthcoming regulations.

e Emphasised the importance of having comprehensive guidance available before

the beginning of the implementation period.

e Noted that the extent of the challenges raised by the Internal Market Act (IMA)
will not be clear until the final regulations are decided — it was argued that the

greater the divergence from UK regulations, the greater the possibility of IMA
challenges.

5. Ministerial remarks

e The Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health and Cabinet Secretary for

Health and Social Care reiterated the benefits of balancing economic needs with

the economic impact of poor health, and emphasised the importance of

collaboration between businesses and Government in addressing this issue and

delivering the policy’s intended outcomes.
6. Final Comments and Close

e The Minister and Cabinet Secretary thanked attendees for their valuable
contributions, and reiterated the importance of replying to the consultation.

e Attendees were invited to contact officials should they wish to discuss any areas

of the policy in more detail before submitting their consultation response.
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