Appendix A – Street Vote Development Orders - consultation
	Consultation Questions:


	Question 1 – Do you agree that to be a member of a qualifying group an individual must be registered at an address in the street area to vote in a local council election on the date the proposal is submitted for examination?

	Question 2 – Do you agree with our proposed minimum thresholds for the size of a qualifying group?

	Question 3 – Are there any other factors that you feel should be considered when determining the minimum thresholds for the size of a qualifying group?

	Question 4 – Do you agree that qualifying groups (or those acting on their behalf) should be required to undertake community engagement, but have discretion on how they engage on their proposals? 

	Question 5 – Which additional protections, such as notice, could be given to residents?

	Question 6 – Do you have any views on what level of community engagement would be appropriate?

	Question 7 - Do you have any further views on community engagement you feel should be considered?

	Question 8 – Do you agree with the government’s proposals on what a street vote development order proposal must include?

	Question 9 – Do you consider that there is any further information or documents that should form part of a proposal? 

	Question 10 – Do you have any views on what tools would help qualifying groups in preparing and submitting street vote development order proposals?

	Question 11 – Do you agree with our proposed definition of a street area?

	Question 12 – Do you have any views on the most appropriate definition of a street area that you feel should be considered?

	Question 13 – Do you agree with our proposals for additional excluded areas?

	Question 14 – Are there any categories of land or area that you think should be added to the list of excluded areas?

	Question 15 – Do you agree that street vote development orders may only grant planning permission for residential development and cannot be used to permit changes of use?

	Question 16 – Do you agree we should add development of buildings whose origins date before 1918 to the list of excluded development? If not, do you have any alternative suggestions for how the development of older buildings can be excluded?

	Question 17 – Are there any further types of development you think should be added to the list of excluded development?

	Question 18 – Do you agree with our proposed design principles?

	Question 19 – Do you agree with the proposed design requirements?

	Question 20 – What role, if any, should neighbours have in determining development that goes beyond the light planes, plot use limits, window rules and restrictions on developing semi-detached houses and spaces between detached properties?

	Question 21– Do you have any further views on design requirements that you think should be considered? 

	Question 22 – Do you agree with our proposals on the role of the development plan in the street vote development order process?

	Question 23 – Do you have any further views on the role of the development plan in the street vote development order process that you feel should be considered?

	Question 24 – Do you agree that street votes must not be used to reduce the amount of residential development in a street area?

	Question 25 – Do you have any views on our proposed approach to managing highways and transport impacts?

	Question 26 – Do you agree with our proposals to further safeguard the historic environment?

	Question 27 – Do you agree with our proposed approach to managing local impacts? 

	Question 28 - Do you have any suggestions on additional or alternative ways that could assess and provide assurance to ensure that street votes development does not lead to increased flood risk in the immediate and/or surrounding areas?

	Question 29 – Do you think any other impacts should be considered?

	Question 30 – What support should be provided to qualifying groups in order to make sure they can effectively discharge their obligations under the Environmental Impact Assessment regulations, if required?

	Question 31 – Do you have any views on how the Environmental Impact Assessment regulations should be modified for street vote development orders?

	Question 32 – Do you agree that the Secretary of State should be responsible for issuing screening decisions and advising qualifying groups on their scoping work prior to submitting their proposals?

	Question 33 – Do you have any views on the mechanisms for publicity and consultation for Environmental Impact Assessments for street vote development orders including who should be responsible for running the consultation?

	Question 34 - Do you have any views on providing qualifying groups with more certainty around Environmental Impact Assessment screening? 

	Question 35 – Do you think that Biodiversity Net Gain should apply to street vote development in this way?

	Question 36 – Do you agree with our proposals for a validation stage before proposals can be examined?

	Question 37 – Do you have any further views on how the validation process should operate that you feel should be considered?

	Question 38 – Do you agree with our proposals on the examination process? 

	Question 39 - What (if any) statutory bodies do you think should be invited to make representations?

	Question 40 – For non-Environmental Impact Assessment development, what period of time should we allow for representations to be made?

	Question 41 - Do you agree with our voter eligibility proposals? 

	Question 42 - Do you think any other individuals should be eligible to vote in a referendum? 

	Question 43 - Do you agree that street vote development order referendums should be conducted via postal voting only?

	Question 44 – Do you agree with our proposed referendum question? 

	Question 45 - Do you agree with the proposed approval thresholds?

	Question 46 – Do you have any views on whether the 2nd threshold should be applied at the relevant local authority’s discretion? 

	Question 47– Do you have any views on the potential options for when development granted planning permission through a street vote development order must be commenced?

	Question 48 – Do you agree with our proposed pre-commencement requirements? 

	Question 49 - Do you agree that the setting of Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) rates for street vote development should be simplified and streamlined, and that CIL should be the main route for the collection of developer contributions on street vote development orders, prior to the introduction of the Infrastructure Levy?

	Question 50 - Do you agree that conditions requiring a s106 planning obligation should be limited to mitigations which cannot be achieved through condition alone, and which cannot be delivered through Community Infrastructure Levy?

	Question 51 - Do you think the same approach should be taken for street vote development orders as for planning applications, that developments of 9 units or less should not have to make an affordable housing contribution via their Community Infrastructure Levy receipts?

	Question 52 – Do you agree that data standards and publication requirements should be implemented as part of the street vote development order process?

	Question 53 – Do you agree that the referendum should be paper-based and non-digital?

	Question 54 - Do you have any comments on any potential impacts that might arise under the Public Sector Equality Duty as a result of the proposals in this document?



