
Responses and proposed amendments following consultation 

The table below sets out comments made, responses and potential amendments to the 

South Kesteven District Council draft updated Street Trading Policy 2022. These proposed 

amendments have been made to ensure that the final policy reflects comments received 

through the wider public consultation. 

Comment  Response and any update proposed 

Q1. Do you support the proposal to strengthen the application process for a street trading 
licence ?  

Too many people think they can just do as 
they like, it needs legislation to protect 
people.  
 
Safety and ensures professional approach.  
 
All these requirements are the bare 
minimum (or equivalent) for anyone that 
was going to open a shop to sell anything.  

The policy is intended to provide clarity to 
applicants, the public and responsible 
authorities on how the Licensing Authority 
will determine applications and obligations 
as outlined in the legislation governing 
street trading.  
Comments only, no change required to  
draft policy  

Do you really need a DBS check to be able 
to sell flowers ? 

One of the grounds for refusal of a street 
trading consent detailed in the Act is that 
the applicant is unsuitable to hold the 
licence by reason of having been convicted 
of an offence.   A basic DBS certificate 
would reveal convictions that could be 
considered relevant when determining the 
application. 
No change to draft policy proposed  

Q3. Do you support the proposal to extend the scope of who is eligible to apply for a street 
trading licence to include mobile traders ?  

Anyone handling food needs to be checked 
on.  
 
 
 
 
The policy refers to traders operating 30m 
from the centre of the roadway.  More 
clarity to confirm whether this is a minimum, 
maximum or exact distance would help 
make this clearer. 
 
 
 
 
The policy states that food businesses need 
to be registered and have a food hygiene 
rating.  Environment Health would advise 
that a minimum food hygiene rating is 
specified to ensure public protection.  A 
minimum rating of 3 indicates the business 
is ‘broadly compliant’ with food safety and 
hygiene regulations. 
 
Should this standard be introduced 
consideration would be needed as to 
appropriate action if the food business 
operator received a rating below 3.  A 
suggestion could be that a business is 

The aim of including mobile traders within 
the street trading policy is to bring about 
consistency with static food trading.  Para 
6.6 of the policy requires all mobile food 
traders to be inspected for food hygiene.  

 
The 30m from the centre of the roadway 
forms part of the definition of Street and 
therefore needs to be read in conjunction 
with the overall definition. For clarity within 
30m from the centre of the roadway could 
be inserted.  
Proposed change to the draft policy: 
insert the word ‘within’ for clarity  
 
The minimum required is to be registered 
as a food business, this would result in food 
hygiene inspection frequency based on risk.  
Setting a minimum food hygiene rating will 
ensure the street traders are broadly 
compliant with food hygiene legislation and 
provide increased assurance to the public.   
The policy already allows for revocation of a 
street trading consent upon conviction – 
para 15.4. 
 
Proposed change to the draft policy: to 
include a minimum requirement of a food 
hygiene rating of 3 for applicable stalls.  



given a suitable time period (for example: 
12 weeks) to improve the rating to a 
minimum of 3 or above.  Failure of the 
business achieving and maintaining a 
minimum 3 rating, or should the food 
business operator be prosecuted for food 
hygiene/safety offences, the policy could 
consider license revocation to ensure the 
public are protected. 
 

Policy wording proposed:  Should an 
applicable trader fail to achieve a minimum 
food hygiene rating of 3 following any 
inspection by Environmental Health, this 
must be rectified within 12 weeks, and a  
new hygiene rating issued. 
If the required rating is not achieved within 
the 12 weeks, the consent holder will be in 
breach of this policy and referred to the 
Licensing Committee.  

Ensures everyone has to pay the same fees Comment only, no change required to 
draft policy  

Q5. Do you support the proposal that existing licence holders should submit their renewal 
application at least 6 weeks before their licence is due to expire ?  

Well if they cant be bothered to do it in time 
!  

Comment only, no change required to  
draft policy  

If it was possible to apply for a consent for a 
year it would help as it is easy to forget to 
apply and could result in losing your 
consent!  

Per para 6.10 in the draft policy a consent 
can be issued for any period up to a 
maximum of 12 months and therefore 
applied for annually.  
 
No change required to the draft policy   

Q7. Do you agree with the proposal that in certain scenarios consents will not normally be 
granted or renewed ?  

Common Sense! Comment only, no change required to 
draft policy   

I thought we had to pay in advance for 
consents so nobody should be in arrears 

Per para 9.3 the requirement is that the first 
3months fees are paid upon application 
followed by quarterly payment in advance. 
Or payment for the required days be paid in 
full upon application/renewal.  
 
Revocation upon arrears is a statutory 
reason and therefore included in the policy.  
No change required to the draft policy   

Accountability Comment only, no change required to 
draft policy 

Q9. Do you agree with the proposal that SKDC should be given 10 working days to 
consult with various other organisations ?  

All the above should be consulted  The range of consultees may vary 
depending upon the location of the 
application and relevant organisations 
responsibilities.  
No change required to the draft policy   

Q11. Do you support the proposal that there will be no entitlement to a refund if a licence 
is surrendered or revoked ?  

It costs money to check and issue why 
should ratepayers have to fund it all the 
applicant will be making money from the 
licence  

Comment only, no change required to 
draft policy 

There could be a valid reason for a trader to 
being able to trade ie physical or mental 
health 

If a consent is surrendered as per para 14, 
there will be no refund for the month in 
which it is surrendered.  Any unused 
months will be refunded.  The fee for mobile 
traders already takes into account the 
potential seasonal nature of trading as per 
para 9. 
No change required to the draft policy   

 


