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DRAFT 

LICENSING COMMITTEE 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 
9 JUNE 2008 

Councillors: Tony Linden (Chairman) (P), Peter Argyle (P), Jeff Beck (P), Paul Bryant (A), 
Billy Drummond (A), Adrian Edwards (P), Geoff Findlay (A), Manohar Gopal (P), 
Owen Jeffery (AP), Mollie Lock (P), Gwen Mason (P), Andrew Rowles (AP), 
Quentin Webb (P), Keith Woodhams (AP) 

PART I 
4. APOLOGIES. 

Apologies for inability to attend the meeting were received on behalf of Councillors 
Owen Jeffery, Keith Woodhams and Andrew Rowles.  

5. MINUTES. 
The Minutes of the meetings held on 21 April and 8 May 2008 were approved as a 
true and correct record and signed by the Chairman subject to the following 
amendments: 
Minute 8 of the Minutes of the 21st April: WPC Baryman should read WPC 
Berryman. 
Apologies were received from Councillors Mollie Lock and Peter Argyle at this 
meeting.  
Minute 3 of the Minutes of the 8th May to be amended to state that Gwen Mason 
had been appointed as the Vice-Chairman. 

6. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST. 
There were no declarations of interest received. 

7. HACKNEY CARRIAGE TARIFF 2008/09 
Paul Anstey (Principal Environmental Health Officer) summarised the report which 
had been circulated. Clarification was sought on: 

• Whether a formulation could be put in place so that more minor proposed adjustments 
to fares could be automatically – and more simply - implemented rather than having to 
go back through full committee each time.  

John Priest (Environmental Health & Licensing Manager) replied that a formula 
could be developed to take account of fuel price and other associated costs so 
that fares could be adjusted. He would have to discuss the matter with Brian 
Leahy whether any further changes would need to be brought to full committee 
– but irrespective, any changes would need to be published in the local press 
and be open to the challenge process.  

• Officers’ views on the proposed increased was sought.  
Officers felt that this was not an unreasonable request – although Paul was not 
aware of any other local authorities which had provided for an interim increase.  

Standing Orders were suspended in order to allow Mr Nemeth (West Berkshire 
Hackney Carriage & Private Hire Operators Association) to speak.  
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 LICENSING COMMITTEE – 09/06/08 – MINUTES DRAFT 
Mr Nemeth made a number of points in support of the proposed fare rise:  

• The price of diesel had risen substantially in the last few months - and was still 
rising. The trade had been accepting below inflation rises in fares in recent 
years and had no option but to increase the standard fare. He was aware that 
increasing the start rate would more adversely affect the shorter trips, but they 
did not necessarily want to increase the fares for more customers living in more 
rural areas unreasonably. Therefore they felt that increasing the start rate by 
50p would be the most fair.  
The Association was more than happy to work with the Council to look at a 
formulation mechanism.  
There was an error in the letter dated 13th May. The call for a flat rate 50p 
increase in fare was being sought for Monday to Saturday daytime only – not 
Monday to Sunday as stated as enhanced fares on Sunday were already in 
place.  

• A question was raised as to why the enhanced rates (i.e. evening and Sunday) 
had not been increased as was likely that customers at these times were more 
likely to afford the increase.  
Mr Nemeth said that a careful balance needed to be struck between the 
affordability of shorter (typically urban) journeys and those longer distances into 
the rural areas. They felt that 50p was not an excessive rise.  

• A question was raised as to whether customers had been consulted on the 
increase?  
Mr Nemeth said that he had not received any hugely negative views.  

Standing Orders were reintroduced. 
A concern was raised by one Member that they were unsure about the increase as 
was a service that people depend on.  
Resolved that the recommendation as set out in the report be approved. 
It was agreed that an Extraordinary Meeting be held to agree the formula for any 
further increases in fares. Officers would advise the committee on the likely 
timescale.  

8 AOB  
The Chairman raised the issue of training - or provision of training for new Members 
– on the decision-making process in Licensing. He requested that all Members 
attend. Officers would investigate potentially setting up some courses in tandem 
with Members from neighbouring authorities in order to spread the cost. 

 
(The meeting commenced at 6.30 p.m. and closed at 7:00 p.m.) 
 
CHAIRMAN …………………………………………… 
 

Date of Signature: …………………………………………… 
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Title of Report: Hackney Carriage/Private Hire 
Vehicle Licensing   Item 4

Report to be 
considered by: Licensing Committee 

Forward Plan 
Ref: N/A 

 
Purpose of Report: 
 

To make members aware that officers have received 
enquiries from members of the public for the 
Council to consider the licensing of motor cycles 
and Tuk Tuks as hackney carriages or private hire 
vehicles. 
 

Recommended Action: 
 

To note the requests and to commission officers to 
present a fuller paper at the next licensing 
committee meeting  
 

Reason for decision to be 
taken: 
 

None at this time 

Key background 
documentation: 

Private Hire and Taxi Monthly newspaper cuttings 
Tuk Tuk advertising literature 

 
 

Portfolio Member: Councillor Findlay 
Tel. No.: (01635) 871992  
E-mail Address: gfindlay@westberks.gov.uk 

 

Contact Officer Details 
Name: Brian Leahy 
Job Title: Senior Licensing Officer 
Tel. No.: 01635 519209 
E-mail Address: bleahy@westberks.gov.uk 

 

 

West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 19 January 2009 
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Executive Summary 
 
 
1. Introduction 

 
1.1 The Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 allows for a council to 

issue private hire and hackney carriage vehicle licences for the purposes of 
commercial hire or reward.  

  
1.2 The Act does not allow for a council to place a limit on the number of licences it 

issues for private hire however it may attach to the grant of a licence such 
conditions as it may consider reasonably necessary. Vehicles must be suitable in 
type, size and design, be in suitable mechanical condition and be safe and 
comfortable. 

 
1.3 West Berkshire Council and its predecessor Newbury District Council has only ever 

issued licences to four wheeled vehicles. 
 
1.4 Officers have received enquiries from members of the public as to whether or not 

the Council would be willing to licence motorcycles and Tuk Tuks.  
 
1.5 A motorcycle requires no explanation however Tuk Tuk probably does. These 

vehicles are three wheeled and originated in Thailand and are used extensively in 
that country to convey passengers in the same way as a taxi or private hire vehicle. 
They have been introduced into this country and are operating as private hire 
vehicles in a number of seaside towns. (Appendix A shows a photograph of a Tuk 
Tuk) 

 
1.6 The vehicles must be operated in the same way as a motor cycle and comply with 

appropriate traffic/vehicle legislation. They must be insured, have an MOT and road 
fund licence. 

 
2. Motorcycle and Tuk Tuk Licensing 

2.1 Members are being asked to consider whether or not they wish to approve the issue 
of private hire and hackney carriage licences to these types of vehicles. 

 
2.2 Whilst officers initially have no problem with either type of vehicle being licensed as 

private hire there are reservations regarding hackney carriage licensing. 
 
2.3 Private hire vehicles can only be used via a prior booking arrangement whereas 

hackney carriages have the right to ply for hire and to use approved taxi ranks 
throughout the district. Officers believe that there could be problems with the 
motorcycle and the Tuk Tuk operating alongside the accepted form of taxis using 
taxi ranks. All taxis operate on a meter system of charging fares and it could be 
argued that the tariff set by the Council would result in excessive fares being 
charged due to the speed at which the Tuk Tuk could safely travel. It should be 
noted that the Tuk Tuk is open sided and as a consequence its speed would have 
to be considerably less than that of a four wheeled vehicle. 
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2.4 The tariff set by the Council is the maximum that can be charged and it would 
therefore be possible for the operator to agree a fare which is less than the council’s 
maximum for each journey. This could be seen by the trade as unfair competition 
however there is nothing to stop any operator charging less than the maximum 
regardless of type of vehicle. 

 
2.5 Although a Tuk Tuk could carry luggage, shopping etc, a motorcycle would be 

severely restricted in its carrying capacity and could only carry one passenger at a 
time albeit probably swifter than a four wheeled vehicle. 

 
3. Recommendations 

3.1 Officers have not had time to discuss this licensing issue with the trade associations 
in the normally accepted approach to full consultation. Nor have officers had 
sufficient time to consult with other authorities who have licensed both types of 
vehicle. Members are therefore asked to approve further consultation on this matter 
and to report back for decision at a later meeting of the Licensing Committee. 

 
 
Appendices 
 
Appendix A – E Bay photograph of Tuk Tuk 
Appendix B – Newspaper cutting of report on Stoke council’s licensing of motorcycles. 
 
Policy: There is no established policy on this subject. 

Financial: None directly to the Council other than possible increased 
licensing income should licensing of these vehicles be approved 
and taken up by the trade 

Personnel: None 

Legal: None at this time 

Environmental: Licensed taxis are a valuable contribution to the provision of 
public transport. 

Equalities: None 

Property: None 

Risk Management: None 

Community Safety: None 
 
Local Stakeholders: West Berkshire Hackney Carriage & Private hire Operators 

Association  

Officers Consulted: None 

Trade Union: None 
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