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1. a) Your Name
C Webber

2. b) What organisation do you represent {if any)?

none

3. ¢} E-mail address:

(4. d)'ﬁlease tick the boyx below that best describes you as a respondent to this consultation

\E\otential Pedlarftradér

__.—‘/
1. Question 1: Do you agree with the proposed repeal of the Pedlars Acts 1871 and 1881 UK- wide? (Consultation document page
15}
Yes

Anything that provides a possible reasonable way out of unemployment and of starting some kind of business should be
applauded and encouraged. When i went to the Police Station (stoke newington, London) for a certificate they had never
previously heard of it and it took them about a half hour to download the forms even then only with my direction but the
red tape and nonsense put me off completely.

2. Question 1.1: If you are a police force: i) What is the approximate annual cost of administering the pediar certification scheme?
if} What impacts would repeal of the Acts have in terms of cost, time and/ or other factors? {Consuitation document page 15)

Mo Response

3. Question 1.2: If you are a pedlar: What do you consider are the impacts of repeal, both in terms of costs, time, and/or any other
factors? (Consultation document page 15)

as long as the repeal isn't an excuse to bring in more restrictive legislation it will reduce costs, time-wasting and waiting
(for the certificate} and the arbitrary way in which police forces seem fo be allowed to assess character.

4. Question 1.3: Do you consider that repeal would have an impact on any other organisation, individual or group? If so, please
provide details of that organisation etc and what you consider the impacts on them would be. (Consultation document page 15}

Group

No, established stationary traders might voice initial dissent but in essence pedlars could easily enhance a district,
assuming the rules are followed.

1. Question 2: Do you agree with our proposed new definition of a pediar for the purposes of the pedlar exemption from the
"national” street trading regime in England and Wales? Please fully explain your reasons for agreeing or disagreeing with any
element of the proposed definition. {Consultation document page 18}

Yes
it seems sensible and realistic.

2. Question 3: If you are a local authority, do you envisage that there might be circumstances in which you would be able to
designate a street as a licence/ consent street in relation to established traders but not in relation to temporary traders?
{Consultation document Page 18)
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No Response

s

3. Question 4: Do you agree that only one photo needs to be submitted with street trading applications which are made
electronically? (Consultation document page 18)

Yes

any more than one with an electronic application is overkill and unnecessary as duplication of the document is easy
anyway.

4, Question 5: Do you agree with this proposal fo replace this mandatory refusal ground? If not, please explain why you do not
think that the 1933 Act provides adequate protection and why the minimum age requirement of 17 needs to be retained.
{Consultation document page 20}

Yes

sensible, modern approach.

5. Question 5.1: if you are a local authority, can you indicate the approximate number of those applications you would expect to
be made from those under 17 years of age? Consuitation document page 20)

Mo Response

6. Question 6: Would it be helpful for BIS {o issue guidance on the circumstances in which the discretionary grounds in 3(8) (a),
{d}, (e} and {f} can be used? (Consultation document page 20)

Yes

singling out specific streets and areas for special attention would seem contrary to the spirit of free trade and should be
avoided at all costs in this respondents opinion and would provide for an unlevel playing field, confusion in enforcement
and hostility to pedlars where the law is unclear.

7. Question 7: Do you think there are any circumstances in which the existing paragraph 3(6}(b} ground could be used compatibly
with the Directive and, if so, please give reasons? (Consultation document page 21}

No

singling out specific streets and areas for special attention would seem contrary to the spirit of free trade and should be
avoided at all costs in this respondents opinion and would provide for an unlevel playing field, confusion in enforcement
and hostility to pedlars where the law is unclear.

8. Question 7.1: Do you consider that it is necessary to insert a new replacement "suitability" refusal ground into paragraph 3(6)?
(Consultation document page 21}

Yes

singling out specific streets and areas for special attention would seem contrary to the spirit of free trade and should be
avoided at all costs in this respendents opinion and would provide for an unlevel playing field, confusion in enforcement
and hostility to pedlars where the law is unclear.

9. Question 7.2: In relation to this new ground, can you tell us: (i) In what circumstances you would use this ground and how
often? (ii) Whether this ground would produce costs on you as a local authority, or on you as a husiness and what these costs
are likely to be? {Consultation docurment page 21}

No Response

10. Question 7.3: Would it be helpful for BIS to issue guidance on the circumstances in which this replacement ground could be
used? (Consultation document page 22)

Mo Response

11. Question 8: Do you think there are any circumstances in which either of these grounds could be used compatibly with the
Directive in relation to temporary traders? {Consultation document page 22}

MNo Response

12. Question 8.1: Do you think it would be preferable to pursue our proposed approach of expressly preventing the grounds from
being used in reiation to temporary traders or to repeal the grounds completely? (Consultation document page 22)

https://www.surveymonkey.com/st_detail.aspx?sm=ZVUdsWImAUkU... 28/01/2013



~ Survey Results Page 3 of 5

No Response

&

13. Question 8.2: Will local authorities continue to use these grounds in relation to established traders? {Consultation document
page 23)

No Response

14. Question 8.3: Do you foresee any difficuities with our proposals to limit the circumstances in which these grounds can be
used in relation to established traders? {(Consultation document page 23)

No Response

15. Question 9: Do you foresee any problem resulting from the proposed repeal of paragraph 3(8) of Schedule 4 to the LG(MP}A?
{Consultation document page 23)

No Response

16. Questicn 9.1: Do you agree with our assumption that those who may benefit from this provision are more likely to be UK
nationais than nationals of other Member States? {Consultation document page 23)

No Response

17. Question 10: Do you foresee any problems with our proposal to give local authorities flexibility to grant licences for longer
than 12 months or indefinitely? {Consultation document page 24)

No Response

18. Question 10.1: If you are a local authority can you further tell us: Whether lengthening the duration of licences wouid have a
positive, negative or neutral impact on the ability of new street traders fo obtain licences to trade in your licence streets?
(Consuitation document page 24)

No Response

19. Question 10.2: If you are a local authority can you further tell us: {i) Whether you are likely to issue licences for more than a 12
month period of indefinitely? (ii} If you are likely to issue licences for a defined period which is longer than 12 months, what
period you are likely to choose? (Consultation document page 24)

No Response

20. Question 11: Would it be helpful for BIS to issue guidance as to how the PSR may affect a local authority’s ability to use some
or all of the revocation grounds contained in paragraphs 5(1){a) to (¢) in relation to established traders/temporary fraders?
(Consultation document page 25)

No Response

21, Question 11.1: Do you think there are circumstances in which the paragraph 5(1}(d) ground could be used compatibly with the
Directive in relation to temporary traders? (Consultation document page 25)

No Response

22. Question 11.2: Do you think it would be preferable to pursue our proposed approach of expressly preventing that ground from
being used in relation to temporary traders or to repeal the ground completely? Will focal authorities continue to use that ground
in relation to established traders? (Consultation document page 25)

No Response

23. Question 11.3: Do you foresee any difficulties with our proposals to limit the circumstances in which that ground can be used
in relation to established traders? {Consuitation document page 25)

No Response

24. Question 12: Do you foresee any problems with our proposals - (i) To disapply regulation 19(5) of the PSR where a mandatory
ground for refusal of the application exists; or (ii} To leave it to local authorities to decide whether to put arrangements in place to
disapply regulation 19(5) in other circumstances, or to specify what conditions will automatically attach to a licence which is
deemed to have been granted under regutation 19(5)? Please give reasons for your views. (Consultation document page 26)
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Mo Response

25, Question 13: Do you foresee any problems with our proposals to aliow local authorities to relax the prohibition in paragraph 7
{7) in its entirety where appropriate? (Consultation document page 27)

No Response

26. Question 14: Do you foresee any problems with our proposals to amend paragraph 10(1}(d)? (Consuitation decument page
27)

No Response

1. Question 15: Please can focal authorities tell us about any other local Acts regulating street trading which are not listed at
Annex B of the consultation document (or any other Acts listed in Annex B which have in fact been repealed). (Consultation
document page 29)

Mo Response

2. Question 15.1: Please can local authorities tell us- {a) Whether, having screened your local street trading Acts for compliance
with the Directive, amendments /repeals need to be made to that legislation; (b) If such amendments/repeals are needed whether
you wish us to include them in our regulations. {Consultation document page 29)

No Response

3. Question 16: Please can local authorities tell us- {i) what consequential amendments are needed to the provisions listed in
Annex C as a result of the repeal of the Pedlars Acts (and provide appropriately drafted provisions); {ii) whether any
consequential amendments are needed to other provisions of Local Acts as a result of the repeal of the Pedlars Acts (and, if so,
provide appropriately drafted provisions); (ili) if any of the provisions listed in Annex C are no longer in force, (Consultation
document page 31)

No Response

4, Question 17: Please can local authorities tell us- (i} What consequential amendments are required to the provisions of local
acts listed at paragraph 1.73 as a result of our proposed amendments to Schedule 4 to the LG(MP)A, and provide appropriately
drafted provisions? {ii) Whether (and, if so, what) consequential amendments are required to any other provisions of local Acts
as a result of our proposed amendments to schedule 4 to the LG{MP)A (and again provide appropriately drafted provisions)?
(Consultation document page 32)

Mo Response

5. Do you have any other comments that might aid the consultation process as a whole? Please use this space for any general
comments that you may have, comments on the layout of this consuitation would also be welcomed.

singling out specific streets and areas for special attention would seem contrary to the spirit of free trade and should be
avoided at all costs in this respondents opinion and would provide for an unlevel playing field, confusion in enforcement
and hostility to pedlars where the law is unclear. NOT MAKING CLEAR WHICH QUESTIONS ARE INTENDED FOR
LOCAL AUTHORITIES IS A PATENT ERROR
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