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The Chartered Trading Standards Institute (CTSI) response to: 
Tobacco and Vapes: packaging, appearance and display consultation

This response is being sent on behalf of The Chartered Trading Standards Institute (CTSI) and has been compiled by the expertise of CTSI members and Lead Officers. 

ABOUT CTSI
Founded in 1881 (as the 'Incorporated Society of Inspectors of Weights and Measures'), today's Chartered Trading Standards Institute (CTSI) is one of the world’s longest-established organisations dedicated to the field of Trading Standards and Consumer Protection. 
At CTSI, and through the Trading Standards profession, we aim to promote good trading practices and to protect consumers. We strive to foster a strong vibrant economy by safeguarding the health, safety and wellbeing of citizens through empowering consumers, encouraging honest business, and targeting rogue practices. We provide information, guidance and develop evidence-based policies and campaigns to support local and national stakeholders including central and devolved governments. 
CTSI also provides the secretariat to the All-Party Parliamentary Group on Consumer Protection and campaigns on range of topics including product safety issues. CTSI is responsible for business advice and education in Trading Standards and consumer protection legislation, including running the Business Companion service to provide clear guidance to businesses on how to meet their legal and regulatory obligations. 
CTSI is also contracted to provide administrative support to the Approved Codes Scheme which was established to give consumers greater confidence when they buy from members of the approved scheme and raises the standards of trading of all businesses that operate under the relevant Approved Code for that sector. CTSI run training and development events for both the Trading Standards profession and a growing number of external organisations. We also provide accredited courses on regulations and enforcement. 

Response:
About you
Questions for everyone
In what capacity are you responding to this survey?
· An individual sharing my personal views and experiences
· An individual sharing my professional views
· On behalf of an organisation
Do you have any direct or indirect links to, or receive funding from, the tobacco industry?
· Yes
· No
· The whole of the UK
· Outside the UK
Please provide the name of the organisation you are responding on behalf of. (Optional)
Questions for people sharing their professional views and those responding on behalf of an organisation
What is the main area or focus of your work? (Optional)
· Academic
· Advocacy
· Distribution
· Education
· Emergency services
· Enforcement agencies
· Healthcare
· Hospitality
· Justice system
· Legal
· Local government
· National government
· Production or manufacturing
· Retail
· Social care
· Wholesale
· Other, please specify
Tobacco packaging
Proposals for further plain packaging requirements
We propose to introduce plain packaging requirements for:
· all tobacco products (including but not limited to cigars, cigarillos, pipe tobacco, waterpipe tobacco, smokeless and heated tobacco)
· heated tobacco devices
· herbal smoking products
· cigarette papers
These requirements would broadly align with existing requirements for cigarettes and hand-rolling tobacco.
An overview of the existing requirements for cigarettes and hand-rolling tobacco is set out below.
Colour
Pantone 448C (drab dark brown) colour with a matt finish.
Branding
Brand name permitted once each on front, top and bottom of pack. It must:
· be in a centred position
· be in Pantone Cool Gray 2 C
· be in Helvetica font size 14 point or less
· have only the first letter capitalised
The variant name must follow the same requirements other than to be size 10 point or less and positioned immediately below the brand name.
No promotional images or logos, additional colours or markings are allowed.
Shape
Specified packaging shapes. For cigarettes this is cuboid only and for hand-rolling tobacco this is cuboid, cylindrical or pouch.
Packaging materials
Specified packaging materials. For cigarettes this is carton or soft material only.
Minimum size
20 pack for cigarettes, 30 grams for hand-rolling tobacco.
Some products may require specific plain packaging requirements, for example hand-rolling tobacco pouches are permitted to have a re-sealable sticker and cigarette packets have a lining. If we proceed with the policy, we will engage further on the details of the plain packaging measures for specific products.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce the plain packaging requirements outlined above for all tobacco products? This does not include cigarettes and hand-rolling tobacco which already have strict plain packaging requirements.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce the plain packaging requirements outlined above for heated tobacco devices?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce the plain packaging requirements outlined above for herbal smoking products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce the plain packaging requirements outlined above for cigarette papers?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing your views on which tobacco products plain packaging requirements should or should not be introduced for, or specific elements of our proposals which you agree or disagree with. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
We agree with the proposal to introduce standardised packaging for all tobacco products, heated tobacco devices, herbal smoking products and cigarette papers. We recommend very clear definitions to ensure that manufacturers cannot try to circumvent the regulations by stating – for example – that the heated tobacco device can also be used to consume non tobacco products and therefore the regulations do not apply. Or that cigarette papers are not included because the name or description does not state they are used for rolling tobacco - JUICY JAYS Rolling Papers Mix-N-ROLL Big Size - 8 DIFFRENT FLAVOURS : Amazon.co.uk: Home & Kitchen. The definition should state that if devices are capable of being used to consume tobacco products they are included in the definition
Text health warnings on the packaging of heated tobacco devices and cigarette papers
We propose to introduce text health warnings on the packaging of heated tobacco devices and cigarette papers. All tobacco products and herbal smoking products already have these warnings. The wording of warnings will reflect the harms of using each product.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce text health warnings on the packaging of heated tobacco devices?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce text health warnings on the packaging of cigarette papers?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Agree, but please note our concerns above about ensuring that definitions are very clear to avoid loopholes
Picture health warnings on the packaging of more products and devices
All smoked tobacco products currently require picture health warnings, excluding individually wrapped cigars and cigarillos, and packs of large cigars that weigh more than 3 grams each. These products only require text warnings on their packaging.
Smokeless tobacco products, heated tobacco devices and herbal smoking products currently do not have picture health warnings.
We propose to introduce picture warnings on the packaging of:
· all tobacco products (including all cigars and cigarillos, smokeless tobacco and heated tobacco)
· heated tobacco devices
· herbal smoking products
We do not propose including picture warnings for cigarette papers due to the typically smaller size of the packaging.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce picture health warnings on the packaging of all tobacco products? This builds on requirements that are already in place for most tobacco products.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce picture health warnings on the packaging of heated tobacco devices?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce picture health warnings on the packaging of herbal smoking products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree that picture health warnings should not be required on the packaging of cigarette papers? We do not propose including picture health warnings on cigarette papers due to the small size of the packaging.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing your views on which tobacco products health warning requirements should or should not be introduced for. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Agree, but please note our concerns above about ensuring that definitions are very clear to avoid loopholes. Also will need to carefully assess the type of picture warning to be used on individually wrapped cigars for example, to ensure maximum impact. It may not be possible to display a picture warning on the front and back of a round cylinder for example
Pack inserts in packaging for all tobacco and herbal smoking products and heated tobacco devices
Quit themed pack inserts will soon be introduced for cigarettes and hand-rolling tobacco following previous consultation. We propose to also include quit themed pack inserts in the packaging of:
· all tobacco products (including products such as such as cigars, cigarillos, pipe tobacco, waterpipe tobacco and smokeless and heated tobacco)
· heated tobacco devices
· herbal smoking products
We do not propose including pack inserts in cigarette papers due to the small size of the packaging.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce pack inserts for all tobacco products? This does not include cigarettes and hand-rolling tobacco which we are addressing separately to this consultation.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce pack inserts for heated tobacco devices?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce pack inserts for herbal smoking products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree that pack inserts should not be required in the packaging of cigarette papers? We do not propose including pack inserts for cigarette papers due to the small size of the packaging.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on specific tobacco products for which you do or do not think pack inserts should apply. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
As highlighted previously, in an enforcement situation Trading Standards do not have time to unpack cigarettes or tobacco to ascertain if a compliant pack insert is included. We expect legitimate manufacturers to comply and illegal suppliers not to comply as at present with other tobacco related legislation. 
However it would be useful to be able to include the offences in any prosecution or closure order applications – in particular the latter where offending linked to public health is of particular concern to the courts who grant the closure orders. We would therefore ask that offences for supplying products without compliant inserts apply equally to retailers as well as producers and manufacturers.
Time allowed to implement new packaging requirements
If and when new requirements are introduced, manufacturers will need time to update their packaging to comply. Retailers may also need time to sell old stock that does not comply with new law.
There should be a long enough notice period before new requirements come into force. This period would start from when the details of the new requirements are made clear. We have not yet decided what is the best way to share those details, but it could be, for example, in a government response to this consultation or when regulations are presented to the relevant national Parliament.
We propose that a minimum notice period of 12 months would be enough. This would mean all products covered by our tobacco packaging proposals would need to comply with any new requirements by the end of a 12-month implementation period. However, a longer or shorter notice period may be needed, and we welcome views on this.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposed implementation period of no less than 12 months (from when the detail of any new requirements is clear)?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments on whether the proposed implementation period should be shorter or longer, or on implications that the proposed implementation period could have for manufacturers, retailers or other groups. Please reference any evidence that you have considered to support your response. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
As long as the period is clear and the date is clear, 12 months is sufficient and should be a maximum. The Regulations should make it clear that sale or supply from a particular date is an offence.
Heated tobacco device appearance
Restricting the colour and finish of heated tobacco devices
We propose to restrict the colour of heated tobacco devices to Pantone 448C (drab dark brown) with an opaque matt finish. Pantone 448C is the same colour as cigarette and hand-rolling tobacco packaging. 
Restricting the colour of the device in this way would also prevent certain aesthetic features on the device, such as the presence of cosmetic lights.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the colour of heated tobacco devices to Pantone 448C (drab dark brown) with an opaque matt finish?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree that heated tobacco devices should be banned from having cosmetic lights? This will not apply to functional lights, like those that indicate charge level.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on whether restricting heated tobacco devices to an alternative colour may be more effective, or whether technical exemptions are required. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.) 
Agree, but please note our concerns above about ensuring that definitions are very clear to avoid any claims from manufacturers that their products are not included as they can also be used for consuming non-tobacco products
Restricting branding, imagery and artwork on heated tobacco devices
We propose to ban heated tobacco devices from having images or artwork on them, except for any image that is a regulatory requirement, such as required warnings. 
We also propose to limit branding to a single brand name, which would be subject to a set font, size and colour on the device.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict all branding, imagery and artwork on heated tobacco devices?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments on which of the proposed restrictions you do or do not think should apply. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.) 
We agree with this proposal and would recommend a tight definition of the “single brand name” to ensure something like “Unicorn Dream” could not be used as the brand name
Restricting digital screens on heated tobacco devices
We propose that digital screens on heated tobacco devices are restricted to only display safety and status information, such as battery levels.
Do you agree or disagree that digital screens on heated tobacco devices should be restricted to only the display of safety and status information such as battery level, and be greyscale in colour (black, white and grey only)?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments if you think there should be any exemptions to this proposal. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.) 
Stopping heated tobacco devices imitating other products
We propose to limit the potential appeal of heated tobacco devices by stopping them from looking like other products, such as drink bottles and game devices. 
This proposal aligns with the restrictions we are proposing for vape devices. It will ensure that heated tobacco devices do not appear more attractive than vapes.
Do you agree or disagree that heated tobacco devices should not be permitted to mimic the design of other products and items? The objective of this proposal is to limit the appeal or attractiveness of heated tobacco devices.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments if you think there should be any exemptions to this proposal. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
There is no reason why a heated tobacco device should look like anything else. Please note our request that the definition should catch products which are capable of being used to consume tobacco
Time allowed to implement new device requirements
If and when new requirements are introduced, manufacturers will need time to ensure their devices are compliant. Retailers may also need time to sell old stock that does not comply with new law.
There should be a long enough notice period before new requirements come into force. This period would start from when the details of the new requirements are made clear. We have not yet decided what is the best way to share those details, but it could be, for example, in a government response to this consultation or when regulations are presented to the relevant national Parliament.
We propose that a minimum notice period of 12 months would be enough. This would mean heated tobacco devices would need to comply with any new requirements by the end of a 12-month implementation period. However, a longer or shorter notice period may be needed, and we welcome views on this.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposed implementation period of no less than 12 months (from when the detail of any new requirements is clear)?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments on whether the proposed implementation period should be shorter or longer, or on implications that the proposed implementation period could have for manufacturers, retailers or other groups. Please reference any evidence that you have considered to support your response. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
12 months should be the maximum implementation period to reduce the possibility of industry using the time to try to maximise sales of products which will become non-compliant and thereby reducing the effectiveness of the policy
Vaping and nicotine product packaging and flavour descriptors
Definition of vaping products
Throughout this section, we refer to ‘vaping products’. This includes vapes, as well as other vape components and refill containers sold separately from the device.
Restricting the colour on packaging for all vaping and nicotine products
We propose that the packaging for vaping and nicotine products should be white.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the colour of packaging of all vaping products to white?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the colour of packaging of all nicotine products to white?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
This seems like a good way to reduce the appeal of vaping products to children while at the same time differentiating them from tobacco products. Note clarity will be required on what constitutes a “vape component” as current law and guidance is confusing 
Restricting imagery, branding, text and other promotional features
We propose that the packaging for all vaping and nicotine products should not include imagery, and that all text on the packaging, including any branding or brand names, should be in a standard colour, font and typeface. 
There should be no other promotional features on the outside or inside of packs or attached to the packaging, such as links to social media accounts or any feature that suggests a financial benefit, such as vouchers or discounts.
We recognise that there may be a case to allow packaging of vaping products to display a picture of the product contained inside (for example, a mouthpiece). We welcome views on whether any limited exemptions may be appropriate in the free text box. 
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce the restrictions to imagery, branding, text and promotional features outlined above for the packaging of all vaping products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce the restrictions to imagery, branding, text and promotional features outlined above for the packaging of all nicotine products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, your views on whether there should be any exemptions or further restrictions. You may also indicate any elements of the proposal you disagree with and why, or elements you feel could be further strengthened. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
We assume that anything that is required by other legislation will not be banned – the Classification, Labelling and Packaging of Chemicals Regulations mandate that packaging of products containing nicotine should include a toxic hazard pictogram so clarification of this regulation should exempt the mandated pictograms (as well as the associated tactile warnings to alert blind or partially sighted people to the hazard). Also if there are exemptions for certain products, they should be defined very clearly to remove the opportunity to exploit loopholes. Instructions for use of nicotine pouches are often provided pictorially and seem more useful than text explanations so could be considered for exemption
 Restricting the shape, materials and safety features of packaging for all vaping and nicotine products
We propose that packaging used for vaping and nicotine products should use uniform shapes. For example, the packaging for devices or coils should use a similar shape, such as a rectangular cuboid, depending on their dimensions.
We also propose that manufacturers should not use materials that enhance a product’s appeal, such as:
· glossy plastics
· holographic foils
· other tactile features, for example fuzzy or velvety materials
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that packaging for all vaping products should have uniform shapes, and that there should be restrictions on materials and finishes that can enhance appeal?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that packaging for all nicotine products should have uniform shapes, and that there should be restrictions on materials and finishes that can enhance appeal?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Vapes are already required to have child-resistant and tamper-evident packaging. We propose to introduce this requirement for all vaping and nicotine products.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that packaging for all vaping products should be both child-resistant and tamper-evident?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that packaging for all nicotine products should be both child-resistant and tamper-evident?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, indicating any elements of the proposal that you disagree with and why, if there are elements that you feel could be further strengthened or other features that should be included. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Note our point above that tactile warnings on nicotine containing products are mandated through the CLP Regulations. It may be difficult to specify one uniform shape for all nicotine products as even now, the types of product which are covered by this definition are very different – pouches, toothpicks, strips – requiring potentially different packaging (taking into account environmental considerations as well as safety). We recommend clarification in regulations on what “child resistant” means and what is acceptable
Restricting flavour descriptions on vaping and nicotine products packaging
Single lead flavour
We propose to restrict flavour descriptors on the packaging for vaping and nicotine products to a single, recognised flavour name, like apple or strawberry. This would include restricting hyphenated or combined flavour names, such as blueberry-apple.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict flavour descriptors on the packaging of all vaping products to a single lead flavour?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict flavour descriptors on the packaging of all nicotine products to a single lead flavour?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Concept, sensory, food and drink categories
We also propose restricting any concept or sensory words from being used to describe a flavour. 
A concept name refers to any flavour name that does not directly describe a recognisable food, drink or natural flavour. Instead, the word conveys a mood, an idea, a brand or even a number or codename, rather than describing an actual flavour. This could include flavour names such as:
· ‘Unicorn Dream’
· ‘DC100’
A sensory name refers to a recognisable taste, smell or sensation experienced when using a vape or nicotine product, such as ‘Mint Blast’.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that concept and sensory flavour descriptors should be restricted on the packaging of all vaping products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that concept and sensory flavour descriptors should be restricted on the packaging of all nicotine products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
We also propose restricting descriptor names of certain food and drink categories that appeal to children and young people. This includes flavours like:
· confectionery and sweets (such as ‘Chocolate’, ‘Candy’ and ‘Bubblegum’)
· desserts and cakes (such as ‘Brownie’ and ‘Cheesecake’)
· alcohol and other drinks (such as ‘Cola’)
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that confectionery, sweets, dessert and cake name descriptors should be restricted on the packaging of all vaping products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that confectionery, sweets, dessert and cake name descriptors should be restricted on the packaging of all nicotine products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that alcohol and drink name descriptors should be restricted on the packaging of all vaping products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal that alcohol and drink name descriptors should be restricted on the packaging of all nicotine products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, your views on any elements of the proposal that you disagree with and why, or any flavour names that you believe should or should not be restricted. You may also wish to comment on whether there should be any differences in how these restrictions apply to vaping and nicotine products. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
We are concerned that there is nothing to prevent the brand name referencing a sensory name e.g. Unicorn Dream, Apple flavoured or Lost Mary Ice, Strawberry flavoured. This would seem to undermine the intention of the policy and therefore consideration of acceptable brand names should be considered. We are also concerned about possible misdescriptions for example a cherry bakewell flavoured product described as “cherry” as well as a cherry cola flavoured products described as “cherry”. If a consumer wants to buy a cherry bakewell flavoured product but hates cherry cola – how do they know they are buying the right product?
Product information on and inside vaping and nicotine products packaging
We propose that the packaging of all vaping and nicotine products should have:
· a full list of ingredients, including flavour agents
· expiration details
· an age restriction symbol, for example a crossed-out 18 symbol
· a standardised display of nicotine strength, for example in milligrams, millilitres or as a percentage
· nicotine delivery per puff or pouch, where relevant
We also propose that relevant products should have a nicotine warning label on the front and back of the packaging. For example, this warning could say ‘This product contains nicotine which is a highly addictive substance’. Packaging should also have clear instructions on appropriate waste disposal.
Where applicable, we propose that certain products have an instruction leaflet to inform users of any appropriate warnings and the adverse effects of nicotine.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to require the consumer information listed above on and inside the packaging of all vaping products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to require the consumer information listed above on and inside the packaging of all nicotine products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on any elements of the proposal that you disagree with and why, if there are areas that you feel could be further strengthened or areas that have been missed and should be included. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Agree but request clarity. The definition of “vaping product” in the Tobacco and Vapes Act includes an item which is intended to form part of a vape device so for example, a replacement coil would be a “vaping product”. The information required such as full list of ingredients etc are unlikely to be relevant. The suggestion that only “relevant products” should carry a nicotine warning also needs clarification in regulations – is this likely only to apply to products which contain nicotine? (this is a change from the current Tobacco and Related Product Regulations where all e-cigarettes must be labelled with a nicotine warning whether or not they contain nicotine or any liquid at all). Does “on” and “inside” mean that the information should be on both sides of the packaging (inside and outside) or on the outside AND on a label? And finally, it is extremely difficult to read very small writing on some of these packages and we would suggest maybe consider certain specific information on the outside of the packet in a specific font size with possibly a fold out label as used on cosmetic products with more details
Time allowed to implement new packaging requirements
If and when new requirements are introduced, manufacturers will need time to update their packaging to be compliant. Retailers may also need time to sell old stock that does not comply with the new law.
There should be a long enough notice period before new requirements come into force. This period would start from when the details of the new requirements are made clear. We have not yet decided what is the best way to share those details, but it could be, for example, in a government response to this consultation or when regulations are presented to the relevant national Parliament.
We propose a minimum notice period of 12 months would be enough. This would mean all products in scope of our vaping and nicotine product packaging proposals would need to comply with any new regulatory requirements by the end of a 12 month implementation period. However, a longer or shorter notice period may be needed, and we welcome views on this.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposed implementation period of no less than 12 months (from when the detail of any new requirements is clear)?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments on whether the proposed implementation period should be shorter or longer, or on implications that the proposed implementation period could have for manufacturers, retailers or other groups. Please reference any evidence that you have considered to support your response. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Yes this is sufficient and should be a maximum. The vape industry in particular is very adaptive as shown with the change in products after the announcement of the Environmental Protection (Single Use Vape) regulations
Vape device appearance
Restricting the colour and finish of vapes
We propose restricting the colour of vape devices, including all visible parts, to:
· white, black or grey, with only one of those colours per device
· a matt finish
· no variation in shades or opacity
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to limit the colour of a vaping device (including all visible parts) to white, black or grey with a matt finish?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree that vape devices should be banned from having cosmetic lights? This would not apply to functional lights, such as those that indicate charge level.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments on whether you think no restrictions should apply, if you think only a subset of the proposed colours should be allowed or if you think alternative colours should be allowed. Equally, you may want to highlight technical exemptions that should be considered. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
As pods do not appear to fit in the definition of vape device but do in some circumstances constitute the majority of the vape is it possible industry will design products where the pod can be coloured or have cosmetic lights to circumvent the policy? Clarity on what constitutes a functional light as opposed to a cosmetic light will be necessary to enable enforcement
Restricting branding, imagery, and artwork on vapes
We propose that vapes are banned from having images or artwork, except for where these may be a legal requirement, such as warnings. 
We also propose that branding should be limited to a single brand name, which would be subject to a set font, size and colour on the device. This aligns with the restrictions we are proposing for heated tobacco devices.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict all branding, imagery and artwork on vapes?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments on whether you think none or only some of the proposed restrictions should apply. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
The consultation states that branding will be limited to a single name, not a single word. So again we are concerned that some may use the brand name to instill sensory or concept names prohibited by the flavour descriptor clause such as Unicorn Dream bar, or Dragon’s Ice bar. We would also ask if branding, imagery and artwork will be acceptable on e-liquid bottles? Again is there a danger that manufacturers may pivot to cartoon characters etc on e-liquid bottles? If so, we would suggest expanding the restriction to vaping products which would include vaping substances as well as vapes
Restricting the digital screens on vapes
We propose that digital screens on vapes are prohibited, except for screens which display safety and status information such as battery and liquid levels.
Do you agree or disagree that digital screens on vapes should be restricted to only the display of safety and status information such as battery level, and be greyscale in colour (black, white and grey only)? This would not include lights that indicate status information, such as when the device is being recharged.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments if you think there should be any exemptions to this proposal. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Stopping vapes imitating other products
Currently vapes can and do copy the design of other products, such as highlighter pens, refillable water bottles and game devices. 
We propose to limit the potential appeal of vapes by stopping them from looking like other products.
Do you agree or disagree that vapes should not be permitted to mimic the design of other products and items? The objective of this proposal is to limit the appeal or attractiveness of vapes.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments if you think there should be any exemptions to this proposal. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
There is absolutely no reason for a vape to look like anything apart from a vape.
 
Time allowed to implement new device requirements
If and when new requirements are introduced, manufacturers will need time to ensure their devices are compliant. Retailers may also need time to sell old stock that does not comply with new law.
There should be a long enough notice period before new requirements come into force. This period would start from when the details of the new requirements are made clear. We have not yet decided what is the best way to share those details, but it could be, for example, in a government response to this consultation or when regulations are presented to the relevant national Parliament.
We propose that a minimum notice period of 12 months would be enough. This would mean all vapes would need to comply with any new regulatory requirements by the end of a 12 month implementation period. However, a longer or shorter notice period may be needed, and we welcome views on this.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposed implementation period of no less than 12 months (from when the detail of any new requirements is clear)?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments on whether the proposed implementation period should be shorter or longer, or on implications that the proposed implementation period could have for manufacturers, retailers or other groups. Please reference any evidence that you have considered to support your response. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
12 months should be the maximum timeframe. Manufacturers are extremely agile and were able to change product design for the Environmental Protection (Single Use Vape) Regulations very easily
Retail display
Requested temporary and incidental displays in England, Wales and Northern Ireland
Under existing legislation, tobacco products cannot be displayed inside or outside most shops across the UK. However, tobacco products can be shown to a customer following a request. The request must be by a person who is of the legal age of sale in England, Wales and Northern Ireland. We call this a ‘requested temporary display’ in this consultation.
Requested temporary displays enable informed purchasing decisions. As a result of a requested temporary display, other people nearby may also incidentally see these products. Current legislation in England, Wales and Northern Ireland also makes allowances for:
· restocking
· staff training
· pricing
· display unit maintenance
We call this ‘incidental display’ in this consultation.
Restricting the retail display of cigarette papers, heated and other tobacco-related devices and herbal smoking products in England, Wales and Northern Ireland
Tobacco products
We propose that the requested temporary display of all tobacco products should only be allowed from behind a sales counter, and not another location within a retail setting.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce a legal requirement that the requested temporary display of all tobacco products must take place from behind a sales counter?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Cigarette papers, heated and other tobacco-related devices and herbal smoking products
We propose that most of the restrictions and allowances that apply to the display of tobacco products should apply to cigarette papers, heated and other tobacco-related devices and herbal smoking products too. 
This includes:
· restricting the display of these products outside of all retail settings and inside the majority of retail settings
· providing allowances enabling display unit restocking, maintenance, pricing, staff training and requested temporary displays
· permitting the same maximum visible areas (1.5 square meters)
We also propose that the requested temporary display of these products should only be allowed from behind a sales counter, and not another location within a retail setting in the same way as we are proposing to make this a legal requirement for tobacco products.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of cigarette papers? This would include the requirement that their requested temporary display must take place from behind a sales counter.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of heated and other tobacco-related devices? This would include the requirement that their requested temporary display must take place from behind a sales counter.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of herbal smoking products? This would include the requirement that their requested temporary display must take place from behind a sales counter.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on why you think our proposed restrictions should or should not apply to certain types of products. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Important that same restrictions apply to heated tobacco devices and again note that clarity is needed over devices that can be used for heated tobacco AND other products
Retail display of prices for cigarette papers, heated and other tobacco-related devices and herbal smoking products in England, Wales and Northern Ireland
Retailers can display prices for tobacco products in 3 formats:
· a single price list that can be permanently on display at each point of sale, but must be text-only and subject to size and font requirements
· a picture price list that can include product images and can only be shown in response to a request by a person who is of the legal age of sale
· small price labels that can be placed on the covered shelf or on the display unit where the product is kept, pending sale
We propose to apply the same price display principles to:
· cigarette papers
· all tobacco-related devices, including heated tobacco devices
· herbal smoking products
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of prices for cigarette papers?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of prices for all tobacco-related devices including heated tobacco devices?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of prices for herbal smoking products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on why you think our proposed restrictions should or should not apply to certain types of products. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Exemptions to display restrictions for tobacco products, cigarette papers, tobacco-related devices and herbal smoking products in England, Wales and Northern Ireland
Across the UK, there are exemptions that allow for tobacco products and their prices to be on display inside certain premises. These premises include:
· relevant trade premises (those that are only accessible to people that work in the tobacco trade)
· specialist tobacconists
· bulk tobacconists (including duty-free tobacco areas)
In England, Wales and Northern Ireland, we propose to maintain current exemptions for tobacco products for relevant trade premises and specialist tobacconists. 
If and when additional retail display restrictions are brought in, we also propose that relevant trade premises and specialist tobacconists will continue to be allowed to display the following products, and their prices:
· cigarette papers
· heated and other tobacco-related devices
· herbal smoking products
We propose to remove the bulk tobacconist exemption for tobacco products and to not replicate it for any other products in scope of this consultation, since it presents a situation where products may be visibly accessible to the public, including children and young people.
Display exemptions for trade premises
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of cigarette papers and their prices in relevant trade premises?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of tobacco-related devices, including heated tobacco devices, and their prices in relevant trade premises?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of herbal smoking products and their prices in relevant trade premises?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, why you think certain exemptions should or should not be considered as well as any additional exemptions you think are necessary. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Display exemptions for specialist tobacconists
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of cigarette papers and their prices inside specialist tobacconists?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of tobacco-related devices, including heated tobacco devices, and their prices inside specialist tobacconists?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of herbal smoking products and their prices inside specialist tobacconists?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on why you think proposed exemptions should or should not be considered as well as any additional exemptions you think are necessary. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Agree as long as the definition of specialist tobacconist remains the same (very few premises fit into this category currently)
Display exemptions for bulk tobacconists
We propose to remove the bulk tobacconist exemption for tobacco products and their prices and to not replicate it for any other products in scope of this consultation. Keeping the exemption would mean children and young people may still be able to see these products.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to remove and not replicate this exemption for all products in scope of this consultation?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. Where possible please include any information on any costs to bulk tobacconists associated with removing this exemption for tobacco products, including the number of businesses likely to be affected. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Requested temporary and incidental display in Scotland
Tobacco products and smoking-related products can be shown to a customer following a request, we call this a requested temporary display. Requested temporary displays enable informed purchasing decisions.
As a result of a requested temporary display, other people nearby may also incidentally see these products. Current legislation in Scotland also makes allowances to enable restocking, staff training, pricing and display unit maintenance where necessary. We call this an incidental display.
Retail display of tobacco products, smoking-related products, heated tobacco devices and herbal smoking products in Scotland

Tobacco products and smoking-related products
We propose that the requested temporary display of tobacco products and smoking-related products should only be allowed from behind a sales counter, and not another location within a retail setting.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to introduce a legal requirement that the requested temporary display of tobacco products and smoking-related products must take place from behind a sales counter?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know

Heated tobacco devices and herbal smoking products
We propose to ban the retail display of heated tobacco devices and herbal smoking products in Scotland. As part of this, we propose that the existing restrictions and allowances that apply to the retail display of tobacco products and smoking-related products should apply to these products too. 
This includes:
· restricting the display of products in places where they are offered for sale
· allowances for incidental displays and requested temporary displays
· permitting the same maximum visible areas (0.1 square metres)

We also propose that the requested temporary display of these products should only be allowed from behind a sales counter, and not another location within a retail setting. This is the same way as we are proposing to make this a legal requirement for tobacco products and smoking-related products.
To make it more practical for the retailers of waterpipes like shisha to comply with regulations due to their size, we are also proposing an expansion of the maximum permitted area of display as a result of a requested temporary display or incidental display for waterpipes.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of heated tobacco devices? This would include the requirement that their requested temporary display must take place from behind a sales counter.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of herbal smoking products? This would include the requirement that their requested temporary display must take place from behind a sales counter.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree that the maximum visible area of display unit permitted as a result of a requested or incidental display of herbal smoking products or heated tobacco devices in Scotland should be 0.1 square metres? 
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know


Waterpipes
We propose to expand the maximum visible area of display unit permitted as result of a requested or incidental display for waterpipes like shisha, due to their size.
If we expand the area of display, what size do you think it should be increased to? 
· 0.5 square metres
· 1 square metre
· 1.5 square metres
· Don’t know
· Other (please specify)
Smoking-related products
The current list of ‘smoking-related products’, as defined by the Tobacco and Primary Medical Services (Scotland) Act 2010, includes:
· cigarette papers
· cigarette tubes
· filters that do not form part of a tobacco product or smoking-related product
· apparatus for making cigarettes
· cigarette holders
· pipes for smoking tobacco products (which would include waterpipes like shisha)
Do you agree or disagree that the current list of smoking-related products reflects all tobacco-related devices used for smoking currently available to purchase? 
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on why you think our proposed restrictions should or should not apply to certain types of products, or comments in relation to the proposed maximum visible area of display unit permitted as a result of a requested or incidental display for waterpipes, like shisha. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
We support requiring temporary displays of tobacco and smoking-related products to take place behind the sales counter. This would provide a clear and consistent rule for retailers and enforcement authorities and reduce the risk of displays being visible elsewhere in premises. While Trading Standards experience suggests tobacco displays are already generally located behind sales counters and compliance concerns are limited, placing this requirement in legislation would remove ambiguity and support consistency across the retail sector. The legislation should clearly define the sales counter area, particularly in premises with multiple tills, self-service checkouts or unconventional layouts, to ensure consistent interpretation and enforcement. 
We support extending retail display restrictions to heated tobacco devices and herbal smoking products. Applying the same maximum visible display area as currently applies to tobacco products would ensure consistency. As heated tobacco devices are used with tobacco products, and herbal smoking products are smoked in a similar manner to tobacco, allowing them to be openly displayed could undermine the purpose of the existing display restrictions. Applying the same display rules to these products would provide clear and consistent requirements for retailers and enforcement authorities.

We consider that a maximum display area of 1 square metre would be a reasonable and proportionate limit for requested or incidental displays of waterpipes. Given their larger physical size, 0.5 square metres may not allow retailers to display a reasonable selection in response to a customer request, while 1.5 square metres appears unnecessary. A limit of 1 square metre would provide sufficient flexibility while remaining consistent with the objective of limiting the visibility of smoking-related products.

We consider it important that display restrictions for smoking-related products are reviewed to ensure consistency between retailers. Currently, products such as waterpipes may be openly displayed in premises that do not sell tobacco, while the same products are restricted where tobacco is sold. Display requirements should, as far as possible, be based on the nature of the product rather than whether a retailer also sells tobacco. Ensuring these products are always covered by a display restriction would create a fairer trading environment, reduce opportunities for circumvention and provide greater clarity for businesses and enforcement authorities.
 
We are not aware of any tobacco-related smoking devices currently on the market that are not already captured by the existing categories of smoking-related products. However, the legislation should be sufficiently future-proof to capture new or novel products as they emerge. Consideration should be given to including a clearly defined catch-all provision for products that perform the same or a substantially similar function to those already listed. This would help prevent legislative gaps, reduce the need for frequent amendments, and provide greater certainty for businesses and enforcement authorities.

Display of prices for heated tobacco devices and herbal smoking products in Scotland
Current regulations in Scotland restrict the display of prices for tobacco products and smoking-related products in places where tobacco products are offered for sale. 
Prices must be presented in a consistent format using specific fonts and can only include the:
· brand name of the product
· number of units in the package or the net weight of the product
· price of the product
For cigars, the information displayed can also include the country of origin and dimensions. For pipe tobacco, it can include the cut and type of tobacco used. 
Retailers can display prices for tobacco products and smoking-related products in 3 formats:
· a single price list, which can be permanently displayed at each point of sale but must be text-only and meet size and font requirements
· a picture price list, which can include product images and can only be shown in response to a request by a customer
· small price labels, which can be placed on the covered shelf or display unit where the product is kept, pending sale
We propose to apply the same principles for the display of prices to:
· heated tobacco devices
· herbal smoking products
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of prices of heated tobacco devices? 
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of prices for herbal smoking products? 
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on why you think our proposed restrictions should or should not apply to certain types of products. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
We support applying price display restrictions to heated tobacco devices and herbal smoking products in line with those already in place for tobacco and smoking-related products. This would prevent price displays from being used as an alternative means of promotion while still allowing consumers access to the information needed to make purchasing decisions.

Permitted information and display formats should be clearly and exhaustively prescribed to prevent promotional content being incorporated into price displays and to provide consistent requirements for retailers and enforcement authorities. Consideration should also be given to the interaction with other price display legislation, including the Price Marking Order.

Exemptions to display regulations for tobacco products, smoking-related products, heated tobacco devices and herbal smoking products in Scotland
In Scotland, there are exemptions that allow tobacco products, smoking-related products and their respective prices to be on display inside certain premises. These premises include:
· trade tobacconists
· specialist tobacconists
· bulk tobacconists and duty-free tobacco areas
We propose to maintain current exemptions for tobacco products and smoking-related products for relevant trade premises and specialist tobacconists. If and when additional retail display restrictions are brought in, we also propose that relevant trade premises and specialist tobacconists will continue to be allowed to display the following products, and their prices:
· heated tobacco devices
· herbal smoking products
We propose to remove the bulk tobacconist exemption for tobacco products and smoking-related products and to not replicate it for any other products in scope of this consultation, because these products may be visibly accessible to the public, including children and young people.
Display exemptions for trade premises
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of heated tobacco devices and prices in relevant trade premises in Scotland? 
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of herbal smoking products and prices in relevant trade premises in Scotland? 
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. If you have comments on business exemptions to our display proposals, please include them here. This could include, for example, why you think certain exemptions should or should not be considered as well as any additional exemptions you think are necessary. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Display exemptions for specialist tobacconists
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of heated tobacco devices and prices in specialist tobacconists in Scotland? 
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of herbal smoking products and prices inside specialist tobacconists in Scotland? 
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on why you think proposed exemptions should or should not be considered as well as any additional exemptions you think are necessary. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
We support extending the existing trade premises and specialist tobacconist exemptions to heated tobacco devices and herbal smoking products. 
The criteria for qualifying as relevant trade premises or a specialist tobacconist should remain clearly defined, with existing conditions and safeguards continuing to apply. This would provide clarity for businesses and enforcement authorities while ensuring the exemptions are limited to the circumstances for which they are intended.
Display exemptions for bulk tobacconists
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to remove and not replicate the bulk tobacconist exemption for all products in scope of this consultation? 
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. Where possible please include any information on any costs to bulk tobacconists associated with removing this exemption for tobacco products. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
We support removing the existing display exemption for bulk tobacconists and duty-free areas. Where displays can be visible to the public, there is no clear justification for different treatment, as this may undermine the objective of reducing the visibility and promotion of these products.
Definition of vaping products
Throughout this section, we refer to ‘vaping products’. This includes vapes, as well as other vape components and refill containers sold separately from the device.
Restricting the display of vaping and nicotine products across the UK
We propose that the display of vaping products and nicotine products is restricted. 
We propose that the same allowances for temporary and incidental displays as we have proposed for most other products within scope of this consultation are applied across the UK. This includes a temporary requested display taking place behind a sales counter. This would make the maximum visible area permitted for a requested temporary display or incidental display:
· 1.5 square metres in England, Wales and Northern Ireland
· 0.1 square metres in Scotland
We also propose that a requested temporary or incidental display of vaping or nicotine products must not result in the display of:
· tobacco products (and smoking-related products in Scotland)
· cigarette papers
· heated and other tobacco-related devices
· herbal smoking products
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of vaping products? This would include the requirement that their requested temporary display must take place from behind a sales counter.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of nicotine products? This would include the requirement that their requested temporary display must take place from behind a sales counter.
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree that the requested temporary or incidental display of vaping and nicotine products should not result in the display of tobacco products (and smoking-related products in Scotland), cigarette papers, heated and other tobacco devices or herbal smoking products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on why you think our proposed restrictions should or should not apply to certain types of products. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
England, Wales and Northern Ireland – we would recommend a phased approach for display of vaping and nicotine products to enable enforcement officers to quickly assess likely compliance of new packaging regulations when entering a shop. When all packaging is white, a shelf of products is unlikely to be attractive to children BUT Officers would be able to view compliance and ensure that products bear duty stamps quickly. Products should only be visible from behind a counter and in a locked cabinet. Note that restrictions on lighting of display cabinets should be included so pink sparkly lights cannot be used to enhance the appearance of the white packaging for example
Scotland - supports the proposal to restrict the display of vaping and nicotine products and align their treatment with the existing restrictions on tobacco products. We do not consider the tobacco display ban to have negatively impacted our enforcement capabilities and anticipate a similar outcome for vaping and nicotine products
Display of prices of vaping and nicotine products across the UK
Across the UK, we propose to apply the same principles for the display of prices of tobacco products to:
· vaping products
· nicotine products
We propose that the price lists for vaping and nicotine products are permitted to also include nicotine strength and ingredients. This will help consumers make informed purchases.
We propose that separate price lists must be used for vaping and nicotine products and for tobacco products, for both permanently displayed price lists and picture prices lists, given vaping and nicotine products carry lower levels of harm than tobacco products.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of prices for vaping products, and allow for additional information on nicotine strength and ingredients?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to restrict the display of prices for nicotine products and allow for additional information on nicotine strength and ingredients?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. This could include, for example, sharing comments on why you think our proposed restrictions should or should not apply to certain types of products. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Exemptions to display restrictions of vaping and nicotine products across the UK
Across the UK, it is permitted to display tobacco products inside premises that are only accessible to people working in the tobacco trade as long as this is not visible to the public from the outside. We propose to have this exemption to allow for relevant trade premises to display vaping products and nicotine products.
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of vaping products in relevant trade premises?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Do you agree or disagree with our proposal to allow for the display of nicotine products in relevant trade premises?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answers. If you have comments on business exemptions to our display proposals, please include them here. This could include, for example, why you think certain exemptions should or should not be considered as well as any additional exemptions you think are necessary. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Exemptions to display restrictions for vaping and nicotine products in pharmacies in England, Wales and Scotland
We welcome views on exemptions that allow a limited display of vaping and nicotine products inside community pharmacies in England, Wales and Scotland. For example, this could include locked transparent display units. This could help people to try to quit smoking, while restricting accessibility to young people.
However, we do not propose that the same exemption applies to vape shops, since they are not clinical settings.
Do you agree or disagree that community pharmacies in England, Wales and Scotland should be permitted an exemption to allow for the limited display of vaping and nicotine products?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, why you think certain exemptions should or should not be considered as well as any additional exemptions you think are necessary. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
Definition of community pharmacy needs to be really clear. 
Time allowed to implement all new display restrictions
If and when new requirements are introduced, retailers will need time to update their shops to comply with the necessary changes.
There should be a long enough notice period before new requirements come into force. This period would start from when the details of the new requirements are made clear. We have not yet decided what is the best way to share those details, but it could be, for example, in a government response to this consultation or when regulations are presented to the relevant national Parliament.
We propose that a minimum notice period of 6 months would be enough. This would mean the display of products in scope would need to comply with any new requirements by the end of a 6-month implementation period. However, a longer or shorter notice period may be needed, and we welcome views on this.
Do you agree with our proposal that there should be a minimum of 6 months’ notice (from when the detail if any new requirements is clear)?
· Agree
· Neither agree nor disagree
· Disagree
· Don’t know
Please explain your answer. This could include, for example, sharing comments on whether the proposed implementation period should be shorter or longer, or on implications that the proposed implementation period could have for manufacturers, retailers or other groups. Please reference any evidence that you have taken into account to support your response. (Optional, maximum 600 words. Please do not include any personal information in your response.)
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