
Notice of Meeting

Licensing Committee
Tuesday, 18th July, 2017 at 6.30 pm
in Council Chamber  Council Offices  
Market Street  Newbury
Note: The Council broadcasts some of its meetings on the internet, known as webcasting. If this 
meeting is webcasted, please note that any speakers addressing this meeting could be filmed. If 
you are speaking at a meeting and do not wish to be filmed, please notify the Chairman before 
the meeting takes place. Please note however that you will be audio-recorded.

Date of despatch of Agenda:  Monday, 10 July 2017

For further information about this Agenda, or to inspect any background documents 
referred to in Part I reports, please contact Moira Fraser on (01635) 503019
e-mail: jo.naylor@westberks.gov.uk

Further information and Minutes are also available on the Council’s website at 
www.westberks.gov.uk 

Scan here to access the public 
documents for this meeting

Public Document Pack

http://www.westberks.gov.uk/


Agenda - Licensing Committee to be held on Tuesday, 18 July 2017 (continued)

To: Councillors Peter Argyle, Howard Bairstow, Jeff Beck (Vice-Chairman), 
Graham Bridgman (Chairman), Paul Bryant, Richard Crumly, Billy Drummond, 
Sheila Ellison, Nick Goodes, Manohar Gopal, Tony Linden and Quentin Webb

Agenda
Part I Page No.

1.   Apologies
To receive apologies for inability to attend the meeting (if any).

2.   Minutes 5 - 12
To approve as a correct record the Minutes of the meetings of this 
Committee held on 10 November 2015, the 19 May 2016 and 09 May 
2017.

3.   Declarations of Interest
To remind Members of the need to record the existence and nature of 
any personal, disclosable pecuniary or other registrable interests in items 
on the agenda, in accordance with the Members’ Code of Conduct.

4.   Hackney Carriage Tariff Review 13 - 48
Purpose: To inform Members of a request from the taxi trade for an 
increase in the taxi tariff.

5.   Gambling Act Fees 49 - 68
Purpose: To advise the Committee that further provision should be made 
for the collection of seven chargeable fees under the Gambling Act 2005.

6.   House of Lords Select Committee Review of Licensing Act 2017 
Report title

69 - 78

Purpose: To consider the findings of the Select Committee.

7.   Update on Training Verbal 
Report

Purpose: To provide an update on Members training.

8.   Minutes of the Joint Public Protection Committee 79 - 84
Purpose: To note the minutes of the Joint Public Protection Committee 
held on the 14 March 2017. 

http://info.westberks.gov.uk/CHttpHandler.ashx?id=38477&p=0


Agenda - Licensing Committee to be held on Tuesday, 18 July 2017 (continued)

Andy Day
Head of Strategic Support

If you require this information in a different format or translation, please contact 
Moira Fraser on telephone (01635) 519045.
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DRAFT
Note: These Minutes will remain DRAFT until approved at the next meeting of the Committee

LICENSING COMMITTEE

MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON
TUESDAY, 10 NOVEMBER 2015

Councillors Present: Jeff Beck (Chairman), Paul Bryant, Jeanette Clifford, Billy Drummond, 
Adrian Edwards (Vice-Chairman), Manohar Gopal, Tony Linden and Quentin Webb

Also Present: Catalin Bogos (Performance Research Consultation Manager), Sarah Clarke 
(Legal Services Manager), Brian Leahy (Team Manager - Licensing) and Emilia Matheou 
(Technical Officer), 

Apologies for inability to attend the meeting: Councillor Peter Argyle

Councillor(s) Absent: Councillor Howard Bairstow, Councillor Sheila Ellison and Councillor 
Nick Goodes

PART I

14. Minutes
The Minutes of the meeting held on 22 September 2015 were approved as a true and 
correct record and signed by the Chairman, subject to the inclusion of the following note:
To ensure consistency in the spelling of the word ‘council’ (to use a capital C or 
otherwise).

15. Declarations of Interest
There were no declarations of interest received.

16. Gambling Policy (C3050)
The Chairman highlighted that on page nine of the agenda pack ‘West Berkshire Council 
wording appeared as the logo of the organisation on the first page whilst the legal name 
in full was ‘West Berkshire District Council’ and was referred to in the body of the policy 
as ‘the Council’.
He invited comments from the officers regarding the consultation process that took place, 
the responses received and in particular regarding the letter from Field Seymour Parkes 
Solicitors to further understand the context.
Mr Leahy informed Members that a consultation process was conducted to consider the 
proposed new policy. The main changes included the reference to the Local Area Profiles 
and the Risk Assessments. The draft policy was produced by Emilia Matheou based on 
the previous policy but incorporating the guidance issued by the Gambling Commission’s 
Licensing Conditions and Codes of Practice 
(LCCP) and the Local Government Association.
Mr Leahy confirmed that the responses to the consultation had resulted in five 
submissions, three accepting the new policy, a  fourth  received from Councillor 
Bridgman, that highlighted typographical errors and the use of defined terminology  and a 
fifth response that expressed concerns about the effect and purpose of a Local Area 
Profile.
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LICENSING COMMITTEE - 10 NOVEMBER 2015 - MINUTES

Mr Leahy clarified that the introduction of the paragraph about the adoption of a Local 
Area Profile was to ensure the available guidance was being followed and to allow the 
option for the production of such a profile if at some point it was required.
Councillor Quentin Webb remembered that a similar matter was considered two years 
before and that the decision was that such a similar profile was not needed.
Mr Leahy confirmed that the Committee has considered a similar matter where Members 
were updated on the Late Night Levy and the Early Morning Restriction Orders under the 
Licensing Act 2003 as amended by the Police Reform and Social Responsibility Act. The 
Members decided that there was no need for either in West Berkshire. Mr Leahy clarified 
that the Local Area profiles were a recent introduction to the Gambling Act and the draft 
policy once adopted would allow the Committee to have regard to the latest guidance 
and ensure transparency to the public in terms of decisions adopted.
The Chairman suggested that the contact details in Appendix B for HM Revenue & 
Customs should be revised and agreed with the Members of the Committee that the 
reference to Newbury Racecourse being situated in the centre of Newbury (rather than 
East of the town or the centre of the district) could be maintained from the broader point 
of view of the message presented in Section 2 paragraph 2 of the draft Policy.
Councillor Jeanette Clifford enquired about the actual number of responses received.
Mr. Leahy expressed the view that given that the proposed changes were not significant 
and were based on the guidance, the level of response was similar to the national 
response rates.
Councillor Edwards requested clarification with regards to the requirements to complete 
risks assessments and if these were to be just statements of risks.
Ms. Matheou indicated that the draft policy included the requirement for licensees to 
assess local risks and that was required before they made an application for a new 
premises licence or varied the application. The risk assessment was to be submitted as 
part of the application. It was also required that in addition to the risk assessment the 
licensees needed to state  any  mitigating actions.
Councillor Edwards asked if the requirement to complete the risk assessments was 
intended to include the risk for the employees of the licensees for a number of potential 
risks including due to handling high levels of cash. 
Mr Leahy informed that the risks to employees were covered by separate requirements 
under the 1974 Health and Safety Act especially where the company had more than five  
employees.
Councillor Drummond expressed his surprise that Newbury Racecourse had not applied 
for operating a casino and Mr Leahy reminded Members that in 2005-2006 a decision 
was approved that there should be no casinos at the Racecourse.
Mr Leahy informed Members that the report introducing the draft policy was also 
considered earlier that morning by the Operations Board. It asked for a minor 
amendment to the summary of the report to include a sentence to explain the Local Area 
Profile requirement. He asked Members to agree with the inclusion of the amendment to 
the report too.
Councillor Webb proposed that the draft policy was adopted by the committee, the 
introductory report to include a sentence about the Local Area Profile and that members 
recommend the policy’s adoption by the Council. Councillor Bryant seconded the 
proposal.
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LICENSING COMMITTEE - 10 NOVEMBER 2015 - MINUTES

RESOLVED that Members considered and approved the content of the draft 
Statement of Policy on Gambling and agreed to recommend its adoption by the 
Council.

(The meeting commenced at 6.30 pm and closed at 6.50 pm)

CHAIRMAN …………………………………………….

Date of Signature …………………………………………….
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DRAFT
Note: These Minutes will remain DRAFT until approved at the next meeting of the Committee

LICENSING COMMITTEE

MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON
THURSDAY, 19 MAY 2016

Councillors Present: Peter Argyle, Howard Bairstow, Jeff Beck (Chairman), 
Graham Bridgman, Paul Bryant, Richard Crumly, Billy Drummond, Sheila Ellison, Nick Goodes, 
Manohar Gopal, Tony Linden and Quentin Webb

PART I
1. Election of Chairman

RESOLVED that Councillor Graham Bridgman be elected Chairman of the Licensing 
Committee for the 2016/17 Municipal Year. 

2. Apologies for Absence
There were no apologies received for inability to attend the meeting. 

3. Appointment of Vice-Chairman
RESOLVED that Councillor Jeff Beck be appointed as Vice-Chairman of the Licensing 
Committee for the 2016/17 Municipal Year. 

(The meeting commenced at 8.07 pm and closed at 8.08 pm)

CHAIRMAN …………………………………………….

Date of Signature …………………………………………….
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DRAFT
Note: These Minutes will remain DRAFT until approved at the next meeting of the Committee

LICENSING COMMITTEE

MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON
TUESDAY, 9 MAY 2017

Councillors Present: Peter Argyle, Howard Bairstow, Jeff Beck, Graham Bridgman, 
Paul Bryant, Richard Crumly, Billy Drummond, Sheila Ellison, Nick Goodes, Tony Linden and 
Quentin Webb

Apologies for inability to attend the meeting: Councillor Manohar Gopal

PART I
1. Election of Chairman

RESOLVED that Councillor Graham Bridgman be elected Chairman of the Licensing 
Committee for the 2017/18 Municipal Year. 

2. Appointment of Vice-Chairman
RESOLVED that Councillor Jeff Beck be appointed as Vice-Chairman of the Licensing 
Committee for the 2017/18 Municipal Year. 

(The meeting commenced at 8.02 pm and closed at 8.03 pm)

CHAIRMAN …………………………………………….

Date of Signature …………………………………………….
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West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

 Hackney Carriage Tariff Review - Summary 
Report

Committee considering 
report: Licensing Committee

Date of Committee: 18 July 2017
Portfolio Member: Councillor Marcus Franks
Date Portfolio Member 
agreed report: 06 July 2017

Report Author: Julia O'Brien
Forward Plan Ref: N/a

1. Purpose of the Report

1.1 To inform Members of a request from the taxi trade for an increase in the taxi tariff.

2. Recommendation(s)

2.1 Officers have not given a recommendation on whether proposals from the trade on 
tariffs should be accepted or rejected. The key consideration is the balance 
between supporting small business and ensuring the general public has access to a 
good value hackney carriage service across all areas of the District.

3. Implications

3.1 Financial: None

3.2 Policy: Although not a mandatory requirement, the Council has set 
a maximum tariff for a number of years.

3.3 Personnel: None.

3.4 Legal: The Council has a duty to advertise any variation in fares 
and publish a date by which any objections must be 
received.

3.5 Risk Management: None

3.6 Property: None

3.7 Other: None

4. Other options considered

4.1 To not set a tariff at all.
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Hackney Carriage Tariff Review - Summary Report

West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

Executive Summary
5. Introduction / Background

 The Council are authorised to set a tariff for hackney carriages by virtue of the 
Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 section 65.

 A letter was received from Mr. R Nemeth, on behalf of West Berkshire Hackney 
Carriage & Private Hire Operators (which was duly accompanied by a petition 
signed by 58 licenced vehicle drivers received on 24 May 2017).

 The proposals are outlined in the Proposed Table of Fares document which 
accompanied the letter. The reasons for the request for an increase in fees are 
outlined in the letter and include the average cost of providing a vehicle, vehicle 
spares, garaging and servicing, fuel costs, insurance and miscellaneous costs 
and earnings. These documents are shown as Appendix A (1) and A (2).

6. Proposal

 Members are asked to consider if they wish to permit the proposed taxi tariff 
changes as suggested, to alter the tariff in a different way, or not to allow a 
change of tariff in any way.

7. Conclusion

 West Berkshire Council has set a maximum fare for a number of years. 
Realistic rates must be set by the Council that balances the economic needs of 
licensees, whilst ensuring that persons using hackney carriages are not 
overcharged.  

 There is also the need to ensure that hackney carriage proprietors are not 
priced out of the market to private hire firms, although the set tariff is the 
maximum that can be charged. It is open to negotiation between the passenger 
and driver if a lower fare is to be charged.

 If there are changes to be made to the fares these would be subject to a public 
advertisement inviting objections to the proposals. If an objection is received the 
matter must be brought back before the Committee.

 If Members decide not to vary the fares the existing table will remain in force as 
set in 2013.

8. Appendices

8.1 Appendix A – Supporting Information
8.2 Appendix A1 – Letter from Mr Nemeth and Petition (redacted)
8.3 Appendix A2 – Table of Fares Proposed from 01 June 2017
8.4 Appendix  A3 – Table of fares Effective from 18 April 2013
8.5 Appendix A4 – Comparison of Tariffs
8.6 Appendix A5 – Hackney Taxi Fare Tables
8.7 Appendix B – Equalities Impact Assessment
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West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

Appendix A

Hackney Carriage Tariff Review – Supporting 
Information

1. Introduction/Background

1.1 Section 65 of the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 allows the 
Council to fix the rates for fares and other related charges in connection with the 
hire of Hackney Carriages.

1.2 The last tariff change was in April 2013.

1.3 Fees have always been set as the maximum to be charged.

1.4 The views of drivers regarding a tariff review were sought in the annual newsletter 
to the trade issued in April 2017. The newsletter asked if the drivers wished for the 
Licensing Committee to consider a review of the tariff – extract below.

“Taxi Tariff Review 

The Licensing committee undertakes to review taxi tariffs when representations are 
received from drivers on the subject. If this is something you would like the 
committee to consider please put your request in writing together with a business 
plan. The business plan should be submitted to include evidence to support your 
request such as fuel costs/insurance/servicing/cost of living etc. please note we do 
not need to see your accounts. Please submit these before 30th April 2017”.

1.5 A letter was received from Mr. R Nemeth, on behalf of West Berkshire Hackney 
Carriage & Private Hire Operators (which was duly accompanied by a petition- 
signed by 58 licenced vehicle drivers received on 24 May 2017).

1.6 The proposals to change the tariff are outlined in the Proposed Table of Fares 
document which accompanied the letter. 

1.7 The reasons for the request for an increase in fares are outlined in the letter and 
include the average cost of providing a vehicle, vehicle spares, garaging and 
servicing, fuel costs, insurance and miscellaneous costs and earnings. These 
documents are shown as Appendix A (1) and A (2).

2. Supporting Information

2.1 The current tariff table is attached as Appendix A (3) shows members where the 
increases that the new proposal seeks arise.

2.2 In order to provide some context of the requested changes a benchmarking 
exercise has been carried out and is attached for members’ information as 
Appendix A (4).

2.3 The trade publication, Private Hire and Taxi Monthly, publishes a league table of 
fares charged for a daytime two-mile journey in most areas of the Country. The 
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Hackney Carriage Tariff Review – Supporting Information

West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

current charge applicable to West Berkshire and neighbouring authorities are shown 
in Appendix A (5). West Berkshire is currently placed 25th in the list with the fee for 
the two mile journey being the same as Reading at £6.80, who also had their last 
rise in 2013.

2.4 The proposed tariff increase would place West Berkshire in 5th place alongside 
Epsom & Ewell and London.

2.5 A check on CPI (Consumer Prices Index) for the year to January 2017 rose by 
1.8%, compared with a 1.6% rise in the year to December 2016. 

2.6 The rate in January 2017 was the highest since June 2014.  One of the main 
contributors to the increase in the rate were rising prices for motor fuels, with prices 
rising by 3.4% between December 2016 and January 2017, having fallen by 2.6% a 
year earlier. This continues the trend of increasing fuel prices seen since early 
2016, reflecting movements in oil prices.

3. Options for Consideration

3.1 Members are asked to consider if they wish to allow the proposed taxi tariff changes 
as suggested, to alter the tariff in a different way, or not to allow a change of tariff in 
any way.

4. Proposals

4.1 Officers have not given a recommendation on whether proposals from the trade on 
tariffs should be accepted or rejected. The key consideration is the balance 
between supporting small business and ensuring the general public has access to a 
good value hackney carriage service across all areas of the District.

5. Conclusion

5.1 The key information for members is based around the comparison of cost increase 
to be trading as a Hackney Carriage driver or operator in 2017 versus the level of 
rise being requested from the trade. Paragraph 2 of the main report identifies these 
figures and members should satisfy themselves that the right balance has been 
struck.

6. Consultation and Engagement

6.1 The following procedures are laid down by legislation and must be followed when 
making changes to a table of tariff and fares:

(1) A note of the proposed changes must be published in at least one local 
newspaper circulating in the district. The notice must specify a period of 
at least 14 days from the date of publication when objections can be 
made to the Council. (This costs in the region of £950).

(2) A copy of the published notice must be made available at the Council 
Offices for public inspection, free of charge at all reasonable times.

(3) If there are no objections, or those made are withdrawn, the variation in 
table of fares comes into effect of the expiration of the time allowed for 
public consultation in the notice.
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Hackney Carriage Tariff Review – Supporting Information

West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

(4) If there are any objections, and they are not withdrawn, the Council 
must set a date within two months of the expiry date for public 
consultation, and then consider the objections made before agreeing a 
table of tariffs and fares.

Background Papers:
Existing taxi tariffs 
Private Hire and Taxi Monthly – table of comparative tariffs
Letter from West Berkshire Hackney Carriage & Private Hire Operators, proposed tariff 
and petition 
Local Authority Benchmarking Data
UK CPI data 2017

Subject to Call-In:
Yes:  No:  

Wards affected:
All
Strategic Aims and Priorities Supported:
The proposals will help achieve the following Council Strategy aim:

HQL – Maintain a high quality of life within our communities
The proposals contained in this report will help to achieve the following Council Strategy 
priority:

HQL1 – Support communities to do more to help themselves
The proposals contained in this report will help to achieve the above Council Strategy aims 
and priorities by Statutory Duty

Officer details:
Name: Julia O’Brien
Job Title: Team Manager – Licensing
Tel No: 01635 519849*
E-mail Address: julia.obrien@westberks.gov.uk
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West Berkshire Hackney Carriage 
 & Private Hire Operators

12 Audley Close, Newbury, Berkshire, RG14 2NW

Senior Licensing Officer
West Berkshire Council
Council Offices
Faraday Road
Newbury
Berkshire
RG14 2AF

27th April 2017

Dear Sir,

The undersigned being owner operators of Hackney Carriages or Private Hire Vehicles request the 
Licensing committee consider the following application for an increase in the maximum tariff charged 
for implementation from the 1st June 2017. Members may wish to note that the current tariff has been 
in place since 2013

Please see attached revised tariff card.

The proposal equates to a 40 pence increase on the average 2 mile taxi fare.

In calculating our increase we have used the formula agreed and set out by the TGWU and the Public 
Carriage Office. Calculations are based on the following criteria,

1. The average cost of providing a vehicle. (In this case a Ford Mondeo and London Taxi). 
Calculations are based on 4 different methods. 

a) Purchase new and run for 6 years.
b) Purchase new and run for 3 years.
c) Purchase at 3 years and run for 6 years.
d) Lease.

       
2. Vehicle Spares:                                                                                                                            

                                                                                                                                                                         
A basket of 15 components is taken into account, along with tyre costs from 3 manufactures.

3. Garaging and Servicing:

These are divided into property derived costs (rent, rates, heating, lighting), using the Hillier-
Parker rent index for industrial premises and labour derived costs using the TGWU National 
Joint Council for the Motor Retail Repair Industry’s Minimum rates of pay index.

       4. Fuel costs:

The price of derv per gallon is taken from the Petroleum Times Energy Source, and assumes 
typical consumption of 25 miles to the gallon.

        5. Insurance:

Three insurance companies provide quotes; this figure is then averaged out.

         6. Miscellaneous costs:

1) Licence fees
2) MOT
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    7. Earnings:

As taxi fares comprise taxi drivers main income the formula takes account of earnings as 45% 
Of the overall calculation for a fares increase. The earnings figure is derived from the average 
earnings index for the whole economy.

We will be pleased to have a representative at the committee meeting to answer any further questions 
members might have.

Yours faithfully,

Mr R.Nemeth
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Hackney Carriages – Table of Fares Proposed from 1st June 2017
Customers should be aware that these charges are the MAXIMUM to be charged and any lesser fare agreed prior to

Commencement of the journey. Where the taxi is used for pre-booked journeys the fare shall be calculated from the point in
The district at which the hirer Commences the journey) (Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 sec. 67)

Initial distance not exceeding 293.3 yards or part thereof
Initial waiting time 60 seconds or a combination of time and distance £3.00

For each subsequent 146.7 yards completed or part thereof  20p
Waiting time: for every period of 30 seconds or part thereof  20p

Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between 06:00 and 22:00 Monday to Saturday,
other than Bank

Holidays, Public Holidays, Boxing Day or Christmas Day.

Initial distance not exceeding 293.3 yards or part thereof
Initial waiting time 60 seconds or a combination of time and distance £4.50

For each subsequent 146.7 yards completed or part thereof  30p
Waiting time: for every period of 30 seconds or part thereof  30p

Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between 22:00 and 06:00 Monday to Saturday.
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences on Sundays, Bank Holidays or Public Holidays.

Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between 06:00 and midnight on Boxing Day.
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between 19:00 and midnight

On Christmas Eve or New Years Eve.
For any journey with 5 or more passengers.

Initial distance not exceeding 293.3  yards or part thereof
Initial waiting time 60 seconds or a combination of time and distance £6.00

For each subsequent 146.7 yards completed or part thereof  40p
Waiting time: for every period of 30 seconds or part thereof  40p

Applies for any hiring when the journey commences on Christmas Day until 0600hrs on Boxing Day.
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between midnight and 06:00 on New Years Day.

Taxi Plate Number

THIS VEHICLE
IS

LICENSED TO
CARRY

PASSENGERS
ONLY

Comments or Complaints
should

Be made to:
West Berkshire Council

Council Offices
Market Street

Newbury, Berkshire
RG14 5LD

0163542400
Quoting the above
Taxi Plate Number

Operator

If a Hackney Carriage is booked by telephone, facsimile, e mail or other electronic means a booking fee may be charged by
prior arrangement  only. London Congestion Charge (or similar in any other place), or any Tolls, will be applied for any Journey where such 
charges or tolls are incurred.

Fouling internally and external will be charged.

TARIFF 1 TARIFF 2 TARIFF 3
Distance
(Miles) Current Proposed Current Proposed Current Proposed
Flag £2.80 £3.00 £3.80 £4.50 £4.80 £6.00
1 £4.60 £5.00 £6.40 £7.50 £8.10 £10.00
2 £6.55 £7.20 £9.60 £10.80 £12.30 £14.40
3 £8.65 £9.40 £12.80 £14.10 £16.50 £18.80
4 £10.75 £11.60 £16.00 £17.40 £20.70 £23.20
5 £12.85 £13.80 £19.20 £20.70 £24.90 £27.60
6 £14.95 £16.00 £22.40 £24.00 £29.10 £32.00
7 £17.05 £18.20 £25.60 £27.30 £33.30 £36.40
8 £19.15 £20.40 £28.80 £30.60 £37.80 £40.80
9 £21.25 £22.60 £32.00 £33.90 £42.00 £45.20
10 £23.35 £24.80 £35.20 £37.20 £46.20 £49.60

WBC-FARES-2017
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Hackney Carriages – Table of Fares effective from 18 April 2013 
Customers should be aware that these charges are the MAXIMUM to be charged and any lesser fare agreed prior to commencement of the journey. Where the taxi is used for pre-booked 
journeys the fare shall be calculated from the point in the district at which the hirer commences his/her journey) (Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 sec. 67) 
 
Tariff 1 
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between 06:00 and 22:00 Monday to Saturday, other than Bank 
Holidays, Public Holidays, Boxing Day or Christmas Day. 
Initial distance not exceeding 377.1429 yards or part thereof 
Initial waiting time 81 seconds or a combination of time and distance £2.80 
For each subsequent 123.2493 yards completed or part thereof  15p 
Waiting time: for every period of 27 seconds or part thereof  15p 
 
Tariff 2 
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between 22:00 and 06:00 Monday to Saturday. 
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences on Sundays, Bank Holidays or Public Holidays. 
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between 06:00 and midnight on Boxing Day. 
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between 19:00 and midnight on Christmas Eve or New Years Eve. 
For any journey with 5 or more passengers which commences between 06:00 and 22:00 Monday to Saturday. 
Initial distance not exceeding 377.1429 yards or part thereof 
Initial waiting time 72 seconds or a combination of time and distance £3.80 
For each subsequent 106.8431 yards completed or part thereof  20p 
Waiting time: for every period of 24 seconds or part thereof  20p 
 
Tariff 3 
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences on Christmas Day until 0600hrs on Boxing Day. 
Applies for any hiring when the journey commences between midnight and 06:00 on New Years Day. 
 
Initial distance not exceeding 377.1429  yards or part thereof 
Initial waiting time 81 seconds or a combination of time and distance £4.80 
For each subsequent 123.2493 yards completed or part thereof  30p 
Waiting time: for every period of 27 seconds or part thereof  30p 

 

Waiting Time Per Hour 
T1 =  £20.00 
T2 = £30.00 
T3 = £40.00 

 
TAXI PLATE NUMBER 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Any comments should be 
made to: 

West Berkshire Council 
Council Offices 
Market Street 

Newbury, Berkshire 
RG14 5LD 

Quoting the above 
Taxi Plate Number 

If a Hackney Carriage is booked by telephone, facsimile, e mail or other electronic means a booking fee may be charged by prior arrangement only. 
London Congestion Charge (or similar in any other place), or any Tolls, will be applied for any journey where such charges or tolls are incurred. 
Fouling will be charged. 
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Comparison of tariffs

Flag 1 mile  2 miles 5 miles 10 miles Flag 1 mile 2 miles 5 miles 10 miles
Aylesbury Vale 3.00 3.00 4.30 8.20 16.20 3.75 3.75 5.38 10.25 20.25

Bracknell Forest 3.00 4.06 5.82 11.10 19.90 4.50 6.09 8.73 16.65 29.85

Chiltern District 3.00 3.60 5.39 10.78 19.76 4.50 5.40 8.09 16.17 29.64

Guildford Borough 3.00 3.70 5.52 10.99 21.89 3.50 6.12 9.20 18.42 33.79

Reading Borough 2.40 4.41 6.84 14.38 26.96 3.40 5.26 7.52 14.95 27.99

Slough 3.40 5.13 5.90 10.80 24.03 5.20 6.93 7.70 12.33 25.56

South Bucks 3.00 3.00 5.39 10.78 19.76 4.50 5.40 8.09 16.17 29.64

Vale of White Horse 4.60 4.60 6.90 13.80 25.30 5.70 5.70 8.70 17.70 32.70

Windsor and Maidenhead 2.80 3.49 5.25 10.53 19.33 4.20 5.24 7.88 15.80 29.00

Wokingham Borough 3.00 4.11 6.22 12.54 23.08 4.50 5.61 9.33 18.81 34.62

West Berkshire 2.80 4.60 6.55 12.85 23.35 3.80 6.40 9.60 19.20 35.20

Wycombe 2017 2.40 3.99 5.81 11.25 20.32 3.00 4.99 7.25 14.02 25.30

Average £3.03 £3.97 £5.82 £11.50 £21.66 £4.32 £5.57 £8.12 £15.87 £29.46

Flag 1 mile 2 miles 5 miles 10 miles Flag 1 mile 2 miles 5 miles 10 miles
Aylesbury Vale 4.50 4.50 6.45 12.30 24.30

Bracknell Forest 6.00 8.12 11.64 22.20 39.80

Chiltern District 4.50 5.10 6.89 12.28 21.26 6.00 7.20 10.79 21.57 39.52

Guildford Borough 6.00 7.40 11.04 21.98 43.78

Reading Borough 3.60 6.62 10.26 21.58 40.43      

Slough 5.10 7.69 8.34 15.60 35.45 6.80 10.26 11.79 23.25 49.72

South Bucks 4.50 5.10 6.89 12.28 21.26 6.00 7.20 10.79 21.57 39.52

Vale of White Horse 6.20 6.20 9.60 19.80 36.80

Windsor and Maidenhead

Wokingham Borough 6.00 8.22 12.44 25.08 46.16

West Berkshire 4.80 8.10 12.30 24.90 46.20

Wycombe 2017 3.55 5.95 8.67 16.84 30.44 4.80 8.00 11.62 22.51 40.66

Average £4.98 £6.64 £9.50 £18.62 £35.08 £5.90 £8.17 £11.25 £22.23 £42.36

Authority
Tariff 3 Tariff 4

Authority
Tariff 1 Tariff 2
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West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

Gambling Act Fees - Summary Report
Committee considering 
report: Licensing Committee

Date of Committee: 18 July 2017
Portfolio Member: Councillor Marcus Franks
Date Portfolio Member 
agreed report:      

Report Author: Emilia Matheou
Forward Plan Ref: N/a

1. Purpose of the Report

1.1 To advise the Committee that further provision should be made for the collection of 
seven chargeable fees under the Gambling Act 2005.

2. Recommendation(s)

2.1 That the Licensing Committee approves the fees detailed in the document at 
Appendix A (2) for the listed categories of application made, effective immediately.

3. Implications

3.1 Financial: Based upon full cost recovery and the setting of fees at 
75% of the maximum permitted the service will recover its 
costs.

3.2 Policy: This policy determines the level of fees; however the fees 
can be reviewed within guidance.

3.3 Personnel: None. The number of applications involved is relatively low 
and the work can be undertaken using existing resources.

3.4 Legal: It is a statutory requirement to set fees.

3.5 Risk Management: If fees are not set the Council is unable charge for the 
applications which can be made under the Gambling Act 
2005.

3.6 Property: None

3.7 Other: None

4. Other options considered

4.1 None
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Gambling Act Fees - Summary Report

West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

Executive Summary
5. Introduction / Background

 This authority’s Licensing Committee has been delegated responsibility for 
setting fees in accordance with the Gambling Act 2005.

 Premises licences are required to authorise premises to provide gambling 
facilities and the type of licences issued are for a small casino, bingo, betting 
premises, including tracks, adult gaming centres and family entertainment 
centres.

 The Authority’s responsibilities are those of considering applications for 
premises licences and where appropriate issuing licences.  The legislation 
requires that each application be accompanied by a fee.  

 The Gambling (Premises Licence Fees) (England and Wales) Regulations 2007 
outline the maximum fees permitted to be charged by Licensing Authorities to 
enable full cost recovery. A list of the maximum fees chargeable is set out in 
Appendix A (1) to this report.

 The Licensing Committee approved this Authority’s Gambling Licensing fees at 
the meeting held on 17 July 2007.  The fees were set at 75% of the maximum 
amount permitted and this was subsequently approved by full council at its 
meeting on 10th September 2007. This level was estimated at the time to cover 
the expected cost of the service.

6. Proposal

 Seven chargeable fees were not in the report given to the Licensing Committee 
on 17 July 2007 and it is proposed that these fees are now incorporated and 
also set at 75% of the maximum amount permitted and as detailed in Appendix 
A (2).

7. Conclusion

 The Licensing committee are required to set the additional fees to enable 
charges to be made for the itemised categories of application; all of which relate 
to Premises Licences issued under the Gambling Act 2005.

8. Appendices

8.1 Appendix A – Supporting Information – 

8.2 Appendix A1 -  Regulations 2007

8.3 Appendix A2  -  Fees 

8.4 Appendix B – Equalities Impact Assessment
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West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

Appendix A

Gambling Act Fees – Supporting Information

1. Introduction/Background

1.1 Councils were designated as Licensing Authorities under the Gambling Act 2005 
and as such may determine their own fees for prescribed gambling activities subject 
to the maximum charge.

1.2 This authority’s Licensing Committee has been delegated responsibility for setting 
fees in accordance with the Gambling Act 2005.

1.3 Premises licences are required to authorise premises to provide gambling facilities 
and the type of licences issued are for a small casino, bingo, betting premises, 
including tracks, adult gaming centres and family entertainment centres.

1.4 The Authority’s responsibilities are those of considering applications for premises 
licences and where appropriate issuing licences.  The legislation requires that each 
application be accompanied by a fee.  

2. Supporting Information

2.1 The Gambling (Premises Licence Fees) (England and Wales) Regulations 2007 
outlines the maximum fees permitted to be charged by Licensing Authorities to 
enable full cost recovery. A list of the maximum fees chargeable is set out in 
Appendix A (1) to this report.

2.2 The Licensing Committee approved this authority’s Gambling Licensing fees at the 
meeting held on 17 July 2007.  The fees were set at 75% of the maximum amount 
permitted and this was subsequently approved by full council at its meeting on 10th 
September 2007. This level was estimated at the time to cover the expected cost of 
the service.

2.3 The authority reviews its charges annually to ensure that the income from the 
premises licence fees in any full financial year do not exceed the full costs incurred 
by the authority in carrying out the relevant functions.  There has been no change to 
the level at which the fees were set in September 2007.  

3. Options for Consideration

3.1 If fees are not set the authority cannot charge for application forms submitted under 
the Gambling Act 2005.

4. Proposals

4.1 To advise the Licensing Committee that further provision should be made for the 
collection of seven chargeable fees under the Gambling Act 2005 and that these 
fees are incorporated and also set at 75% of the maximum amount permitted. 
Appendix A (2) refers.
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Gambling Act Fees – Supporting Information

West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

5. Conclusion

5.1 The Licensing committee are required to set the fees to enable charges to be made 
for the following categories of application form; all of which relate to Premises 
Licences issued under the Gambling Act 2005.

 An application to vary a licence - fee payable by holder of licence for applying to 
vary a licence.  

 An application to transfer a licence - fee payable by holder of licence for 
applying to transfer a licence from one operator to another.

 An application for reinstatement of a licence - fee payable by anyone applying 
for a licence to be re-instated.

 Application with Provisional Statement - premises licence application for a 
premises where the applicant already holds a provisional statement for that 
premises.

 Provisional Statement fee payable by anyone applying for a provisional 
statement (a statement from the licensing authority in advance of a full premises 
licence).

 A notification of a change - fee payable by holder of licence when they submit a 
notification of a change of circumstance (change of business address).

 A Fee for application for a copy of a licence.

6. Consultation and Engagement

Not Applicable

Background Papers:
The Gambling (Premises Licence Fees) (England and Wales) Regulations 2007
Gambling Act 2005.

Subject to Call-In:
Yes:  No:  

Wards affected: All
Strategic Aims and Priorities Supported:
The proposals will help achieve the following Council Strategy aim:

HQL – Maintain a high quality of life within our communities
The proposals contained in this report will help to achieve the above Council Strategy aims 
and priorities by meeting its statutory duty.

Officer details:
Name: Emilia Matheou
Job Title: Licensing Officer
Tel No: 01635 503208
E-mail Address: emilia.matheou@westberks.gov.uk
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S T A T U T O R Y  I N S T R U M E N T S  

2007 No. 479 

BETTING, GAMING AND LOTTERIES, ENGLAND AND 
WALES 

The Gambling (Premises Licence Fees) (England and Wales) 
Regulations 2007 

Made - - - - 21st February 2007 

Laid before Parliament 21st February 2007 

Coming into force - - 21st May 2007 

The Secretary of State makes the following Regulations in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sections 159(6), (7) and (8)(a), 184(1) to (4), 186(3)(a) and (9)(a), 187(3) and (4), 188(2), 190(2) 
and (6)(a), 195(3), 204(2), 212(1), (4) and (5), and 355(1) of, and paragraphs 6, 7 and 11 of 
Schedule 18 to, the Gambling Act 2005(a): 

Citation, commencement and extent 

1.—(1) These Regulations may be cited as the Gambling (Premises Licence Fees) (England and 
Wales) Regulations 2007 and shall come into force on 21st May 2007. 

(2) These Regulations extend to England and Wales only. 

Interpretation 

2.—(1) In these Regulations— 
“annual fee” in relation to a premises licence means the fee payable under section 184(1)(b) 
for the licence, 
“application fee” means— 
(a) in relation to an application for a premises licence under section 159(1) (whether it is a 

conversion or non-conversion application), the fee to accompany such an application 
payable under section 159(6)(c), 

(b) in relation to an application to vary a premises licence under section 187(1), the fee to 
accompany such an application payable under section 159(6)(c) (as applied by section 
187(3)), 

(c) in relation to an application to transfer a premises licence under section 188(1), the fee to 
accompany such an application payable under section 159(6)(c) (as applied by section 
188(2)), 

(d) in relation to an application for a copy of a premises licence under section 190(1), the fee 
to accompany such an application payable under section 190(2), 

                                                                                                                                                               
 
(a) 2005 c. 19. 
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(e) in relation to an application for reinstatement of a premises licence under section 195(2), 
the fee to accompany such an application payable under section 159(6)(c) (as applied by 
section 195(3)), and 

(f) in relation to an application for a provisional statement under section 204(1), the fee to 
accompany such an application payable under section 159(6)(c) (as applied by section 
204(2)), 

“betting premises (other) licence” means a betting premises licence that is not a betting 
premises (track) licence, 
“betting premises (track) licence” means a betting premises licence issued in respect of a track 
or any part of a track, 
“conversion application” means an application to which paragraph 54 of Schedule 4 to the 
Transitional Order applies, 
“converted casino premises licence” means a casino premises licence to which paragraph 65 
of Schedule 4 to the Transitional Order applies, 
“fast track application” means an application to which paragraph 57 of Schedule 4 to the 
Transitional Order applies, 
“first annual fee”, in relation to a premises licence, means the fee payable under section 
184(1)(a) for the licence, 
“non-conversion application” means an application for a premises licence under section 
159(1) that is not a conversion application, 
“non-fast track application” means an application to which paragraph 56 of Schedule 4 to the 
Transitional Order applies, 
“relevant licensing authority” means— 
(a) in relation to an application for— 

(i) a premises licence under section 159(1) (whether it is a conversion or non-
conversion application), or 

(ii) a provisional statement under section 204(1), 
the licensing authority to whom the application is made, and 

(b) in relation to— 
(i) any other application, 

(ii) a notification of a change of circumstance under section 186(1), or 
(iii) the first annual fee or annual fee, 
in respect of a premises licence, the licensing authority who issued the licence, 

“the Table” means the table of maximum fees set out in the Schedule, and 
“the Transitional Order” means the Gambling Act 2005 (Commencement No. 6 and 
Transitional Provisions) Order 2006(a). 

(2) A reference in these Regulations to a section of an Act is a reference to a section of the 
Gambling Act 2005. 

Classes of premises licence 

3.—(1) For the purposes of these Regulations, there are the following classes of premises 
licence— 

(a) a regional casino premises licence, 
(b) a large casino premises licence, 
(c) a small casino premises licence, 

                                                                                                                                                               
 
(a) S.I. 2006/3272 (C.119), to which there are amendments not relevant to this Order. 
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(d) a converted casino premises licence, 
(e) a bingo premises licence, 
(f) an adult gaming centre premises licence, 
(g) a betting premises (track) licence, 
(h) a family entertainment centre premises licence, and 
(i) a betting premises (other) licence. 

(2) In applying regulations 4(2)(b), 5(2), 11(2), 12(2), 14(2) and 15(2)— 
(a) the class of premises licence to which an application relates, or 
(b) the relevant class of premises licence, in the case of an application for a provisional 

statement, 
is to be determined as at the date that the application is made. 

(3) In applying regulation 8(2), the class of premises licence to which an annual fee relates is to 
be determined as at the date by which the fee is payable. 

Application fee for conversion application 

4.—(1) The amount of the application fee for a conversion application shall be determined by 
the relevant licensing authority. 

(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed— 
(a) in the case of a fast track application, £300, and 
(b) in the case of a non-fast track application, the amount specified in column (2) of the Table 

which is opposite the class of premises licence in column (1) to which the application 
relates. 

Application fee for non-conversion application 

5.—(1) The amount of the application fee for a non-conversion application shall be determined 
by the relevant licensing authority. 

(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed— 
(a) in the case of an application in respect of provisional statement premises, the amount 

specified in column (3) of the Table which is opposite the class of premises licence in 
column (1) to which the application relates, and 

(b) in the case of an application in respect of any other premises, the amount specified in 
column (4) of the Table which is opposite the class of premises licence in column (1) to 
which the application relates. 

(3) In paragraph (2) “provisional statement premises”— 
(a) means premises in respect of which a licensing authority have issued a provisional 

statement under section 164 (as applied by section 204(2)), but 
(b) does not include any such premises which have been constructed or altered otherwise 

than in accordance with the plans and information included with the application for the 
provisional statement in accordance with section 204(3). 

First annual fee for premises licence 

6.—(1) The amount of the first annual fee for a premises licence shall be determined by the 
relevant licensing authority. 

(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed the amount of the annual fee for the licence as 
determined in accordance with regulation 8. 

(3) In applying paragraph (2) the amount of the annual fee for the licence is to be determined— 
(a) as at the date by which the first annual fee is payable, and 
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(b) as if the annual fee were payable by that date. 
(4) This regulation is subject to regulation 9. 

Date by which first annual fee is payable 

7.—(1) Where a licence comes into effect on the issue date, the first annual fee for the licence 
shall be paid within 30 days after that date. 

(2) Where a licence specifies that it is to come into effect on an effective date, the first annual 
fee for the licence shall be paid within— 

(a) the relevant period, or 
(b) 12 months, 

after the issue date, whichever is sooner. 
(3) Paragraph (2) does not apply to a premises licence issued before 1st September 2007. 
(4) In this regulation— 

“the effective date”, in relation to a licence which specifies that it is to come into effect on a 
date after the issue date, means the date so specified, 
“the issue date” means the date on which a licence is issued, and 
“the relevant period”, in relation to a licence, means the period which is equal to the sum of— 
(a) the period between the issue date and the effective date, and 
(b) 30 days. 

Annual fee for premises licence 

8.—(1) The amount of the annual fee for a premises licence shall be determined by the relevant 
licensing authority. 

(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed the amount specified in column (5) of the Table 
which is opposite the class of premises licence in column (1) to which the fee relates. 

(3) This regulation is subject to regulation 9. 

First annual and annual fees for premises licence that is subject to a seasonal condition 

9.—(1) Where a premises licence is subject to a seasonal condition, the relevant licensing 
authority may determine— 

(a) a first annual fee, and 
(b) an annual fee, 

for the licence that are less than the first annual fee and annual fee respectively that would, but for 
this regulation, be payable in respect of the licence. 

(2) In paragraph (1), “seasonal condition” means a condition attached to a licence by a licensing 
authority under section 169(1)(a) which provides that the premises to which the licence relates 
may be used for the activities specified in the licence for part of a year only. 

Change of circumstance fee 

10.—(1) The amount of the fee under section 186(3)(a) to accompany a notification of a change 
of circumstance under section 186(1) shall be determined by the relevant licensing authority. 

(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed £50. 

Fee for application to vary licence 

11.—(1) The amount of the application fee for an application to vary a licence under section 
187(1) shall be determined by the relevant licensing authority. 
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(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed the amount specified in column (6) of the Table 
which is opposite the class of premises licence in column (1) to which the application relates. 

Fee for application to transfer 

12.—(1) The amount of the application fee for an application to transfer a licence under section 
188(1) shall be determined by the relevant licensing authority. 

(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed the amount specified in column (7) of the Table 
which is opposite the class of premises licence in column (1) to which the application relates. 

Fee for application for copy of licence 

13.—(1) The amount of the application fee for an application for a copy of a licence under 
section 190(1) shall be determined by the relevant licensing authority. 

(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed £25. 

Fee for application for reinstatement 

14.—(1) The amount of the application fee for an application for reinstatement of a licence 
under section 195(2) shall be determined by the relevant licensing authority. 

(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed the amount specified in column (8) of the Table 
which is opposite the class of premises licence in column (1) to which the application relates. 

Fee for application for provisional statement 

15.—(1) The amount of the application fee for an application for a provisional statement under 
section 204(1) shall be determined by the relevant licensing authority. 

(2) But the amount of that fee shall not exceed the amount specified in column (9) of the Table 
which is opposite the relevant class of premises licence in column (1). 

(3) In paragraph (2), “the relevant class of premises licence”, in relation to an application for a 
provisional statement in respect of premises, means the class of premises licence to which an 
application for a licence in respect of the premises would, if made, relate. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Richard Caborn 
 Minister of State 
21st February 2007 Department for Culture, Media and Sport 
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EXPLANATORY NOTE 

(This note is not part of the Regulations) 

These Regulations make provision about application, annual and other fees relating to premises 
licences issued under Part 8 of the Gambling Act 2005 (“the Act”) in England and Wales. 

The Regulations provide that the following types of fees are to be determined by licensing 
authorities: 

— licence application fee (regulations 4 and 5), 
— first annual fee (regulations 6 and 9), 
— annual fee (regulations 8 and 9), 
— notification of a change of circumstance fee (regulation 10), 
— application to vary a licence fee (regulation 11), 
— application to transfer a licence fee (regulation 12), 
— fee for a copy of a licence (regulation 13), 
— application for reinstatement of a licence fee (regulation 14), and 
— provisional statement application fee (regulation 15). 

In each case, the fee determined by a licensing authority must not exceed a maximum fee specified 
in the relevant regulation or in the table of maximum fees in the Schedule. The table in the 
Schedule specifies maxima for different types of fee according to the class of premises licence to 
which the fee relates. Regulation 3 sets out the different classes of premises licence. Six of these 
classes are identical to those set out in section 150 of the Act. The remainder are defined in 
regulation 2. 

Regulations 4 and 5 provide for licensing authorities to determine different licence application 
fees for conversion applications and non-conversion applications. The terms “conversion 
application” and “non-conversion application” are defined in regulation 2 – the former meaning an 
application to which paragraph 54 of Schedule 4 to the Gambling Act 2005 (Commencement No.6 
and Transitional Provisions) Order 2006 (S.I. 2006/3272) (“the Transitional Order”) applies. 

Regulation 4 provides for two types of conversion application – fast track and non-fast track 
applications – which are defined in regulation 2 as meaning applications to which paragraphs 57 
and 56 of Schedule 4 to the Transitional Order, respectively, apply. Regulation 4 provides for 
licensing authorities to determine different fees for fast track and non-fast track applications, 
which must not exceed amounts specified in regulation 4(2)(a) and the table in the Schedule 
respectively. 

Regulation 5 provides for licensing authorities to determine different fees for two types of non-
conversion applications: 

— those in respect of provisional statement premises, and 
— those in respect of any other premises. 

The term “provisional statement premises” is defined in regulation 5(3). 

Regulations 6(2) and (3) provide that the first annual fee for a licence determined by a licensing 
authority must not exceed the annual fee for the licence, determined as at the date by which the 
first annual fee is payable as if the annual fee were payable by that date. 

Regulation 7(1) provides that, where a licence comes into effect on the date on which it is issued 
(“the issue date”), the first annual fee shall be paid within 30 days after that date. Regulation 7(2) 
provides that, where a licence specifies that it is to come into force on a date after the issue date 
(“the effective date”), the first annual fee shall be paid either within 30 days after the effective 
date, or within 12 months of the issue date, whichever is sooner. Regulation 7(2) does not apply to 
licences which were issued before 1st September 2007 – transitional provision as to the payment 
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of first annual fees in respect of such licenses is made in paragraph 36 of Schedule 4 to the 
Transitional Order. 

Regulation 9 provides for licensing authorities to determine specific first annual fees and annual 
fees for licences that are subject to seasonal conditions. The term “seasonal condition” is defined 
in regulation 9(2). Where a licensing authority does determine a specific first annual fee and 
annual fee in these circumstances, those fees must be less than the first annual fee and annual fee 
that would otherwise apply to the licence. 

A full regulatory impact assessment of the effect that this instrument will have on the costs of 
business is available from Frances Macleod at the Department for Culture, Media and Sport, 2-4 
Cockspur Street, London SW1Y 5DH; email: frances.macleod@culture.gsi.gov.uk. 
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Appendix B

Equality Impact Assessment - Stage One

We need to ensure that our strategies, polices, functions and services, current 
and proposed have given due regard to equality and diversity as set out in the 
Public Sector Equality Duty (Section 149 of the Equality Act), which states:

“(1) A public authority must, in the exercise of its functions, have due regard 
to the need to:
(a) eliminate discrimination, harassment, victimisation and any other 

conduct that is prohibited by or under this Act;
(b) advance equality of opportunity between persons who share a 

relevant protected characteristic and persons who do not share it; 
This includes the need to:
(i) remove or minimise disadvantages suffered by persons who 

share a relevant protected characteristic that are connected to 
that characteristic;

(ii) take steps to meet the needs of persons who share a relevant 
protected characteristic that are different from the needs of 
persons who do not share it;

(c) foster good relations between persons who share a relevant 
protected characteristic and persons who do not share it, with due 
regard, in particular, to the need to be aware that compliance with 
the duties in this section may involve treating some persons more 
favourably than others.

(2) The steps involved in meeting the needs of disabled persons that are 
different from the needs of persons who are not disabled include, in 
particular, steps to take account of disabled persons' disabilities.

(3) Compliance with the duties in this section may involve treating some 
persons more favourably than others.”

The following list of questions may help to establish whether the decision is 
relevant to equality:

 Does the decision affect service users, employees or the wider 
community? 

 (The relevance of a decision to equality depends not just on the number of 
those affected but on the significance of the impact on them) 

 Is it likely to affect people with particular protected characteristics 
differently?

 Is it a major policy, or a major change to an existing policy, significantly 
affecting how functions are delivered?

 Will the decision have a significant impact on how other organisations 
operate in terms of equality?
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 Does the decision relate to functions that engagement has identified as 
being important to people with particular protected characteristics?

 Does the decision relate to an area with known inequalities?
 Does the decision relate to any equality objectives that have been set by 

the council?

Please complete the following questions to determine whether a full Stage 
Two, Equality Impact Assessment is required.

What is the proposed decision that 
you are asking the Executive to 
make:

To approve further charges.

Summary of relevant legislation: Gambling Act 2005

Does the proposed decision conflict 
with any of the Council’s key strategy 
priorities?

No.

Name of assessor: Emilia Matheou

Date of assessment: 5/7/2017

Is this a: Is this:

Policy No New or proposed No

Strategy No Already exists and is being 
reviewed Yes

Function Yes Is changing No

Service Yes

1. What are the main aims, objectives and intended outcomes of the proposed 
decision and who is likely to benefit from it?

Aims: Introduce fee structure 

Objectives: Set the fees as per statutory requirement

Outcomes: Determine fees for prescribed gambling activities

Benefits: Increase in revenue but only to cover costs incurred

2. Note which groups may be affected by the proposed decision.  Consider how 
they may be affected, whether it is positively or negatively and what sources 
of information have been used to determine this.
(Please demonstrate consideration of all strands – Age, Disability, Gender 
Reassignment, Marriage and Civil Partnership, Pregnancy and Maternity, Race, 
Religion or Belief, Sex and Sexual Orientation.)
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Group Affected What might be the effect? Information to support this

Age No impact

Disability No impact

Gender 
Reassignment No impact

Marriage and Civil 
Partnership No impact

Pregnancy and 
Maternity No impact

Race No impact

Religion or Belief No impact

Sex No impact

Sexual Orientation No impact

Further Comments relating to the item:

3. Result 

Are there any aspects of the proposed decision, including how it is 
delivered or accessed, that could contribute to inequality? No

Please provide an explanation for your answer:

Will the proposed decision have an adverse impact upon the lives of 
people, including employees and service users? No

Please provide an explanation for your answer:

If your answers to question 2 have identified potential adverse impacts and 
you have answered ‘yes’ to either of the sections at question 3, or you are 
unsure about the impact, then you should carry out a Stage Two Equality 
Impact Assessment.

If a Stage Two Equality Impact Assessment is required, before proceeding you 
should discuss the scope of the Assessment with service managers in your 
area.  You will also need to refer to the Equality Impact Assessment guidance 
and Stage Two template.

4. Identify next steps as appropriate:

Stage Two required Not applicable
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Owner of Stage Two assessment: Not applicable

Timescale for Stage Two assessment: Not applicable

Name: Emilia Matheou Date: 5/7/2017

Please now forward this completed form to Rachel Craggs, Principal Policy 
Officer (Equality and Diversity) (rachel.craggs@westberks.gov.uk), for 
publication on the WBC website.
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West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

House of Lords Select Committee Review of 
Licensing Act 2017 Report title - Summary Report

Committee considering 
report: Licensing Committee

Date of Committee: 18 July 2017
Portfolio Member: Councillor Marcus Franks
Date Portfolio Member 
agreed report: 07 July 2017

Report Author: Julia O'Brien
Forward Plan Ref: N/a

1. Purpose of the Report

1.1 On 25 May 2016, the House of Lords appointed a Select Committee to “consider 
and report on the Licensing Act 2003”. The report of this Committee, “The Licensing 
Act 2003: post-legislative scrutiny” was published on 4 April 2017.

1.2 The introduction to the report concludes that ‘while the implementation of the Act 
leaves a great deal to be desired, to a large extent this is caused by an inadequate 
statutory framework whose basic flaws have, if anything, been compounded by 
subsequent piecemeal amendments. A radical comprehensive overhaul is needed, 
and this is what our recommendations seek to achieve’.

2. Recommendation(s)

2.1 Members are invited to note the report.

3. Implications

3.1 Financial: None

3.2 Policy: None

3.3 Personnel: None

3.4 Legal: None

3.5 Risk Management: None

3.6 Property: None

3.7 Other: None

4. Other options considered

4.1 N/A
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House of Lords Select Committee Review of Licensing Act 2017 Report title - Summary Report

West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

Executive Summary
5. Introduction / Background

Key conclusions and recommendations in the report include the following:

 The Government made a substantial error in creating new committees for local 
authorities to deal with licensing. The evidence received about the poor 
operation of licensing committees was convincing and the committee was 
extremely concerned by what it heard. Planning committees are more effective 
and reliable, and are well-equipped for making licensing decisions. They should 
take over the licensing function. Coordination between the licensing and 
planning systems should begin immediately. 

 Licensing appeals should no longer go to magistrates' courts but should, like 
planning appeals, go to the planning inspectorate.

 The Late Night Levy does not pay for the cost of policing as intended, and in its 
current form is fundamentally wrong in principle and in practice. Unless 
amendments already made prove effective, the Late Night Levy should be 
repealed. So should Early Morning Restriction Orders, which no local authority 
has yet introduced. 

 Fees for licensing should be set locally, not nationally. In doing so, local 
authorities must bear in mind that there are doubts about the legality of any 
element of a fee which goes beyond what is needed to process the application.

 There is no justification for the Licensing Act not applying to sales airside at 
airports.

 The legality of Minimum Unit Pricing is still under consideration by the Supreme 
Court. If it is found to be lawful and is introduced in Scotland, and is found to be 
effective in cutting down excessive drinking, England and Wales should follow 
Scotland's lead. 

 Scotland's example should also be followed in helping disabled people to 
access licensed premises by requiring an application for a premises licence to 
include a disabled access statement.

 There is not presently a case for further deregulation.

 Creation of a national database for personal licence holders.

 An ‘Agent of Change’ principle be adopted in both planning and licensing 
guidance to help protect both licensed premises and local residents from 
consequences arising from any new development in their nearby vicinity

 Notices of application should not need to be given by an advertisement in a 
local paper. 

6. Proposal

 Members to note the report.
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7. Conclusion

 Members to note the report. No further action required

8. Appendices

8.1 Appendix A – Supporting Information

8.2 Appendix B – Equalities Impact Assessment
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West Berkshire Council Licensing Committee 18 July 2017

Appendix A

House of Lords Select Committee Review of 
Licensing Act 2017 – Supporting Information

1. Introduction/Background

1.1      On 25 May 2016, the House of Lords appointed a Select Committee to “consider 
and report on the Licensing Act 2003”. The report of this Committee, “The Licensing 
Act 2003: post-legislative scrutiny” was published on 4 April 2017.

1.2 The introduction to the report concludes that ‘while the implementation of the Act 
leaves a great deal to be desired, to a large extent this is caused by an inadequate 
statutory framework whose basic flaws have, if anything, been compounded by 
subsequent piecemeal amendments. A radical comprehensive overhaul is needed, 
and this is what our recommendations seek to achieve’. 

2. Supporting Information

2.1 Key conclusions and recommendations in the report include the following:

 The Government made a substantial error in creating new committees for local 
authorities to deal with licensing. The evidence received about the poor 
operation of licensing committees was convincing and the committee was 
extremely concerned by what it heard. Planning committees are more effective 
and reliable, and are well-equipped for making licensing decisions. They should 
take over the licensing function. Coordination between the licensing and 
planning systems should begin immediately. 

 Licensing appeals should no longer go to magistrates' courts but should, like 
planning appeals, go to the planning inspectorate.

 The Late Night Levy does not pay for the cost of policing as intended, and in its 
current form is fundamentally wrong in principle and in practice. Unless 
amendments already made prove effective, the Late Night Levy should be 
repealed. So should Early Morning Restriction Orders, which no local authority 
has yet introduced. 

 Fees for licensing should be set locally, not nationally. In doing so, local 
authorities must bear in mind that there are doubts about the legality of any 
element of a fee which goes beyond what is needed to process the application.

 There is no justification for the Licensing Act not applying to sales airside at 
airports.

 The legality of Minimum Unit Pricing is still under consideration by the Supreme 
Court. If it is found to be lawful and is introduced in Scotland, and is found to be 
effective in cutting down excessive drinking, England and Wales should follow 
Scotland's lead. 
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 Scotland's example should also be followed in helping disabled people to 
access licensed premises by requiring an application for a premises licence to 
include a disabled access statement

 There is not presently a case for further deregulation

 Creation of a national database for personal licence holders

 An ‘Agent of Change’ principle be adopted in both planning and licensing 
guidance to help protect both licensed premises and local residents from 
consequences arising from any new development in their nearby vicinity

 Notices of application should not need to be given by an advertisement in a 
local paper.

2.2 The Chairman of the Committee, Baroness McIntosh of Pickering, said:

"It was a mistake and a missed opportunity to set up new licensing committees 
when the planning system was already available to regulate the use of land for 
many different purposes. The planning system is well suited to dealing with 
licensing applications and appeals, and the interests of residents are always taken 
into account”.

The Committee was shocked by some of the evidence it received on hearings 
before licensing committees. Their decisions have been described as 'something of 
a lottery', 'lacking formality', and 'indifferent', with some 'scandalous misuses of the 
powers of elected local councillors’.” 

2.3 The Berks and Bucks Licensing Group are compiling a response to an Institute of 
Licensing Survey on the report to inform further discussions with bodies such as the 
Local Government Association.

3. Options for Consideration

3.1 Report for Members Information

4. Proposals

4.1 Members to note the report

Conclusion

4.2 Information report only 

5. Consultation and Engagement

Not applicable

Background Papers:
None

Subject to Call-In:
Yes:  No:  
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Report is to note only

Wards affected:
Whole of District
Strategic Aims and Priorities Supported:
The proposals will help achieve the following Council Strategy aim:

MEC – Become an even more effective Council
The proposals contained in this report will help to achieve the following Council Strategy 
priority:

MEC1 – Become an even more effective Council
The proposals contained in this report will help to achieve the above Council Strategy aims 
and priorities by *(add text)

Officer details:
Name: Julia O’Brien
Job Title: Team Manager - Licensing
Tel No: 01635 519849
E-mail Address: julia.obrien@westberks.gov.uk
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Appendix B

Equality Impact Assessment - Stage One

We need to ensure that our strategies, polices, functions and services, current and 
proposed have given due regard to equality and diversity as set out in the Public 
Sector Equality Duty (Section 149 of the Equality Act), which states:

“(1) A public authority must, in the exercise of its functions, have due regard to 
the need to:
(a) eliminate discrimination, harassment, victimisation and any other 

conduct that is prohibited by or under this Act;
(b) advance equality of opportunity between persons who share a relevant 

protected characteristic and persons who do not share it; This includes 
the need to:
(i) remove or minimise disadvantages suffered by persons who share 

a relevant protected characteristic that are connected to that 
characteristic;

(ii) take steps to meet the needs of persons who share a relevant 
protected characteristic that are different from the needs of persons 
who do not share it;

(c) foster good relations between persons who share a relevant protected 
characteristic and persons who do not share it, with due regard, in 
particular, to the need to be aware that compliance with the duties in this 
section may involve treating some persons more favourably than others.

(2) The steps involved in meeting the needs of disabled persons that are different 
from the needs of persons who are not disabled include, in particular, steps 
to take account of disabled persons' disabilities.

(3) Compliance with the duties in this section may involve treating some persons 
more favourably than others.”

The following list of questions may help to establish whether the decision is 
relevant to equality:

 Does the decision affect service users, employees or the wider community? 
 (The relevance of a decision to equality depends not just on the number of those 

affected but on the significance of the impact on them) 
 Is it likely to affect people with particular protected characteristics differently?
 Is it a major policy, or a major change to an existing policy, significantly 

affecting how functions are delivered?
 Will the decision have a significant impact on how other organisations operate 

in terms of equality?
 Does the decision relate to functions that engagement has identified as being 

important to people with particular protected characteristics?
 Does the decision relate to an area with known inequalities?
 Does the decision relate to any equality objectives that have been set by the 

council?
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Please complete the following questions to determine whether a full Stage Two, 
Equality Impact Assessment is required.

What is the proposed decision that 
you are asking the Executive to 
make:

Not Applicable for Information Only

Summary of relevant legislation:

Does the proposed decision conflict 
with any of the Council’s key strategy 
priorities?

Name of assessor:

Date of assessment:

Is this a: Is this:

Policy Yes/No New or proposed Yes/No

Strategy Yes/No Already exists and is being 
reviewed Yes/No

Function Yes/No Is changing Yes/No

Service Yes/No

1. What are the main aims, objectives and intended outcomes of the proposed 
decision and who is likely to benefit from it?

Aims:

Objectives:

Outcomes:

Benefits:

2. Note which groups may be affected by the proposed decision.  Consider how 
they may be affected, whether it is positively or negatively and what sources 
of information have been used to determine this.
(Please demonstrate consideration of all strands – Age, Disability, Gender 
Reassignment, Marriage and Civil Partnership, Pregnancy and Maternity, Race, 
Religion or Belief, Sex and Sexual Orientation.)

Group Affected What might be the effect? Information to support this

Age

Disability

Gender 
Reassignment

Marriage and Civil 
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Partnership

Pregnancy and 
Maternity

Race

Religion or Belief

Sex

Sexual Orientation

Further Comments relating to the item:

3. Result 

Are there any aspects of the proposed decision, including how it is 
delivered or accessed, that could contribute to inequality? Yes/No

Please provide an explanation for your answer:

Will the proposed decision have an adverse impact upon the lives of 
people, including employees and service users? Yes/No

Please provide an explanation for your answer:

If your answers to question 2 have identified potential adverse impacts and you 
have answered ‘yes’ to either of the sections at question 3, or you are unsure about 
the impact, then you should carry out a Stage Two Equality Impact Assessment.

If a Stage Two Equality Impact Assessment is required, before proceeding you 
should discuss the scope of the Assessment with service managers in your area.  
You will also need to refer to the Equality Impact Assessment guidance and Stage 
Two template.

4. Identify next steps as appropriate:

Stage Two required

Owner of Stage Two assessment:

Timescale for Stage Two assessment:

Name: Date:

Please now forward this completed form to Rachel Craggs, Principal Policy Officer 
(Equality and Diversity) (rachel.craggs@westberks.gov.uk), for publication on the 
WBC website.
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DRAFT
Note: These Minutes will remain DRAFT until approved at the next meeting of the Committee

JOINT PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE

Minutes of the meeting held on
Tuesday, 14 MARCH 2017

Wokingham BOROUGH COUNCIL, SHUTE END, WOKINGHAM, BERKSHIRE, 
RG41 1BN

Present: Cllrs Nick Allen, Marcus Franks, Pauline Jorgensen, Iain McCracken, Alison Swaddle 
and Emma Webster
Also Present: Paul Anstey (Public Protection Manager), Sean Murphy (Public Protection 
Manager), Steve Broughton (Head of Public Protection and Culture), Moira Fraser (West 
Berkshire Council), Clare Lawrence (Head of Development Management and Regulatory 
Services, Wokingham Borough Council) and Steve Loudoun (Chief Officer Environment & 
Public Protection, Bracknell Forest Borough Council)

PART I
1 Election of Chairman

RESOLVED that Councillor Alison Swaddle be elected Chairman of the Joint Public 
Protection Committee for this meeting and  the 2017/18 Municipal Year. 

2 Appointment of Vice-Chairman
RESOLVED that Councillor Iain McCracken be appointed as the Vice- Chairman of the 
Joint Public Protection Committee for this meeting and  the 2017/18 Municipal Year. 

3 Apologies
There were no apologies received for inability to attend the meeting.

4 Declarations of Interest
Councillors Iain McCracken and Emma Webster  declared an interest in Agenda Item 11, 
but reported that, as their interest was a personal or an other registrable interest, but not 
a disclosable pecuniary interest, they determined to remain to take part in the debate and 
vote on the matter.

5 Notice of Public Speaking and Questions
No notice had been received that members of the public wished to address the 
Committee on any of the agenda items.

No public questions were submitted in relation to general issues concerned with the work 
of the Partnership or any items which were on the agenda for the meeting. 

6 Public Protection Partnership Business Plan
The Committee considered a report (Agenda Item 6) which identified the relevant details 
of the Inter Authority Agreement (IAA)  and set out how the Public Protection Partnership 
(PPP) intended to operate through the delivery of the Business Plan.
Councillor Marcus Franks noted that one of the Strategic Priorities was ‘protecting and 
improving health’ and he sought reassurance that this activity was being undertaken in 
consultation with Public Health. Paul Anstey stated that the operating model highlighted 
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priorities for the service based on a range of issues one of which was health. It was a 
high level strategic document. When looking at specific issues they could work closely or 
jointly with Pubic Health if appropriate. He reassured Members that nothing would be 
done in isolation if it could be done better together. Sean Murphy noted that the service 
was already responsible for enforcing certain legislation e.g. legislation pertaining to 
underage sales and smuggled tobacco and they were already committed to undertaking 
this work for Public Health. 
Councillor Nick Allen noted that the original partnership had involved two authorities and 
he asked what impact having a third authority in the partnership would have. Paul Anstey 
explained that Officers had fundamentally reviewed the operating model based on the 
lessons learnt and would seek to further imbed to best bits of the existing partnership. 
They had looked at information provided from Bracknell and a single entity was being set 
up with one set of priorities and one budget. He saw this as a natural progression. 
Councillor Iain McCracken noted that the Joint Committee was expected to meet bi-
annually and he queried whether this was sufficient. Officers explained that this was  a 
minimum requirement and it was likely that meetings would take place on a  quarterly 
basis until the governance arrangements and the partnership had time to settle in. It was 
also acknowledged that there would be more business to transact during the first year. 
He therefore requested that the reference on page 19 be amended to say at least bi-
annually. (Steve Broughton to Action).
Councillor McCracken noted the Risk Profiles set out in section 8.5 (page 22) of the 
document and queried what visibility the Joint Committee would have of these. Steve 
Broughton explained that Officers would produce this information as part f the quarterly 
performance data.
Councillor McCracken commented that there was no mention of a Communication 
Strategy in Section 13 Workforce Planning. Officers commented that this was a living 
document and that this matter could be added to the list and the service would then 
report annually to the Committee on this issue. (Steve Broughton to Action).
Councillor Emma Webster requested that the Service focus on any issues arising from 
the exit interviews.
Councillor McCracken requested that the Royal Berkshire Fire and Rescue Service and 
the South Central Ambulance Service be added to the list of Professional Working 
Groups set out in Section 14 of the report. (Steve Broughton to Action).
Councillor McCracken welcomed the Communication Strategy and noted that each 
Partner would be required to provide the Service with access to resources to process 
media enquiries relevant to the Service. Sean Murphy noted that there was a proposal 
around a Communications Officer in the Strategy. Councillor Pauline Jorgensen was 
concerned about inter borough conflict. Sean Murphy explained that this had been 
discussed by the communication leads from the authorities. It had been agreed that area 
specific issues would be dealt with by the relevant authority using their methodology. 
Communications arising from the Partnership would be signed off by the Chairman of the 
Partnership. Councillor Jorgensen stressed the need for political sign off in the individual 
authorities. 
Councillor McCracken queried whether the Joint Committee would have sight of the 
existing contracts referred to in Section 16 (External Contracts) of the report. Sean 
Murphy stated that the list was not confidential and could form part of the performance 
report.
Discussion then turned to the Enforcement Approach to the Sale of Age Restricted 
Products set out in Appendix A. In response to queries from Members Officers explained 
that when it came to test purchasing of age restricted products it was permissible for 

Page 80



JOINT PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE - 14 MARCH 2017 - MINUTES

young people to lie about their age if they had parental consent. This meant that real 
scenarios could be replicated. When the young person entered the premise they should 
be asked to provide identification and should not be asked how old they were. 
Councillor McCracken queried whether this could constitute entrapment. Sean Murphy 
stated that this was an area of law that had been well tested. The sellers had a duty to 
comply with the law and had a choice as to whether or not they wished to sell the 
product. As long as the young people were well briefed and understood the range of 
scenarios the protocols employed would stand up in court. 
Councillor McCracken requested that schools and illegitimate businesses be added to 
the list of Target Audiences set out on page 35 of the documentation. (Steve Broughton 
to Action).
Councillor Webster requested that parish and town councils be added to the list of 
Channels and Tools on pages 35 and 36. (Steve Broughton to Action).
RESOLVED that: The Business Plan and the policies included within it be approved 
subjected to the inclusion of the amendments set out above. 
Other options considered: None

7 Public Protection Partnership Use of the Asset Recovery 
Incentivisation Scheme (ARIS)
The Committee considered a report (Agenda Item 7) which explained how the Public 
Protection Partnership (PPP) would be implementing the Asset Recovery Incentivisation 
Scheme (ARIS).
Councillor Iain McCracken noted that the scheme could be used to fund additional 
financial investigators. He queried if any had been employed,  the terms and conditions 
they were appointed on and in particular if their contracts were time limited or if they were 
permanent employees. Officers noted that there was currently one full time financial 
investigator employed. They would only be employed if there was funding available from 
the scheme to do so. 
Councillor Pauline Jorgensen queried if they were employed as contractors. Officers 
confirmed that, as per the requirements of the National Crime Agency, they had to be 
employees. Councillor Jorgensen queried if the Partnership would be responsible for any 
redundancy costs. Seam Murphy explained that the current financial investigator was 
employed on a shared basis with Reading Borough Council for an initial two year period. 
There was sufficient funding in place to continue to fund the role. 
Paul Anstey stated that this employee formed part of the current structure and that this 
role should not be treated any differently from other employees that would be transferred 
into the Partnership. 
Members were concerned that if the financial investigator was employed for more than 
two years on a fixed term contract they would accrue the same rights as a permanent 
employee. They were therefore of the opinion that any decision to employ a financial 
investigator for a longer period than the two years should be brought before this 
Committee. They confirmed that any appointment for less than two years would be 
deemed to be an operational decision.
Councillor Emma Webster in commenting on the Public Protection Community Fund 
noted that there would be an annual allocation of the post disbursement POCA reserve 
totalling no more than 20% of the balance in any one year. She queried what the rational 
was behind the 20% allocation. Officers confirmed that there was no specific science 
behind the sum. It was agreed that these decisions should be brought to the Committee. 
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It was also  agreed that the proposals relating to grants would be included on the next 
agenda and that Members would be given the opportunity to comment on the criteria etc. 
(Steve Broughton to Action). 
Councillor Jorgensen stated that organisations bidding for grants would have to provide 
financial information and details such as how many people in the area they provided a 
service for. Councillor Marcus Franks stated that it would be useful to see what grant 
funding other authorities authorised and what criteria they used to assess applications.  
Councillor McCracken noted that in respect of accounting for ARIS monies the report 
stated that all money should be treated as a grant held in reserve and an annual return 
would have to be submitted to the Home Office. He queried if there was a value or time 
limit set on the reserve. Officers confirmed that there was no limit in terms of the amount 
however the Home Officer guidance was clear that this should not be used as an 
opportunity to ‘stock pile’ the money. It should be returned to the community as soon as 
was reasonably and practicably possible. In terms of time scales there was an informal 
bracket of three years but this was flexible although any delays would have to be 
justifiable.
Steve Broughton stated that it was important to set up a framework which identified 
where the money should be spent accepting that projects might have varying timescales.  
Paul Anstey explained that the Home Office return would have to set out how much 
money was being held in the reserve, what projects it had been allocated to etc. The 
return would have to show that the expenditure was supporting crime prevention and 
would benefit the community and was not being used to fund other local authority 
activities. Sean Murphy noted that funding could also be used to pay compensation to 
victims and that this approach was actively encouraged. 
Councillor McCracken queried who would be responsible for signing off any 
communications. The Committee agreed that this should be the Chairman (Alison 
Swaddle). Where appropriate she would consult the elected Members from the other 
authorities.
Members agreed the principles outlined in the report but requested that the words ‘and 
will not’ be removed from the second paragraph (page 49) of the Background section of 
the document. (Steve Broughton to Action) to avoid the appearance of pre-
determination.
RESOLVED that: the principles outlined in the ARIS report be agreed and that it be 
adopted as a policy.
Other options considered: Not implementing policy on use of ARIS

8 Public Protection Partnership Fees and Charges
The Committee considered a report (Agenda Item 8) which sought agreement on the cost 
recovery process for the PPP and explained how it would affect fees and charges in the 
future.
Councillor Alison Swaddle queried what level of free advice should be offered. Steve 
Broughton commented that this was a tricky are and was to some extent dependent on 
the size and nature of the business. In general terms he felt that they should be charged 
as the costs would be tax deductible. 
The Chairman noted that the options were set out on page 66 of the agenda pack. 
Councillor Pauline Jorgensen stated that it might be difficult to establish the number of 
employees and that there was the potential that the callers could misrepresent the size of 
their business. Paul Anstey accepted this point but stated that Officers would have some 
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ability to work out the size of the organisation. Councillor Marcus Franks stated that it 
would be necessary to trust people enough not to misrepresent the facts.
Councillor Nick Allen stated that it was difficult to evaluate the options  without any 
detailed costings and information on the level of resources required. Paul Anstey 
responded that any analysis would have to be in general terms. The Joint Management 
Team believed that it was realistic to estimate that 5% of all contact with the PPP was 
asking for advice relevant to businesses. This equated to approximately 1000 enquiries 
per year or 20 per week. If the PPP was able to convert 10% of this business into a one 
hour chargeable service income of circa £5.3k would be possible. It was agreed that the 
situation should be reviewed in twelve months time to see if it was making any difference 
whether by decreasing demand or increased income. 
Members felt that it would be appropriate to provide general advice for free but that any 
advice that was site specific would have to be charged for. Councillor Emma Webster 
commented that when setting up a business the employer was likely to seek advice from 
accountants or lawyers which they would pay for. Therefore 30 minutes of free advice for 
a small company (less than five employees) was reasonable.
Sean Murphy noted that bigger companies already sought advice from the PPP and that 
there was a statutory framework in place to deal with these enquiries.
Members agreed that Option 1 should be adopted i.e. each local business with less than 
five employees would be limited to 30 minutes of free advice per year. They also agreed 
that this process should be monitored and that a report should be brought back to the 
Committee in twelve months time to evaluate income, demand and trend data. The 
parameters could then be adjusted if required.
Members requested that recommendation 2.2 be amended to state: the ability to vary 
recommend (Insert) the hourly rate be delegated to the Joint Management Board
RESOLVED that:

1. the principles outlined in the Cost Recovery report be agreed.
2. the ability to recommend the hourly rate be delegated to the Joint Management 

Board.
3. the amount of free advice (30 minutes) to be provided to small businesses 

employing 5 or less people be agreed.

Other options considered: 
1. Keep free business advice for all.
2. Create a customised charging scheme based around type of business, scale of 

business, location of business etc.

9 Future Meeting Dates
It was agreed that the next Committee meeting would take place in June 201 at 
Wokingham Borough Council. Meetings would start at 7.00pm and take place on a 
quarterly basis.

Post meeting note: It was proposed that the following future meeting dates be approved:

12 June 2017
19 September 2017
12 December 2017 
19 March 2018
12 June 2018
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10 Exclusion of the Press and Public
RESOLVED that members of the press and public be excluded from the meeting for the 
under-mentioned item of business on the grounds that it involves the likely disclosure of 
exempt information as contained in Paragraph 3 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the Local 
Government Act 1972, as amended by the Local Government (Access to 
Information)(Variation) Order 2006. Rule 8.10.4 of the Constitution also refers.

11 Public Protection Partnership Accommodation Options
(Paragraph 3 – information relating to financial/business affairs of particular person)

(Councillor Iain McCracken declared a personal interest in agenda Item 11.  As his 
interest was personal and not a disclosable pecuniary interest he determined to take part 
in the debate and vote on the matter.)

(Councillor Emma Webster declared a personal interest in agenda Item 11. As her 
interest was personal and not a disclosable pecuniary interest she determined to take 
part in the debate and vote on the matter.)

The Committee considered an exempt report (Agenda Item 11) which outlined the 
possible accommodation options available to the Public Protection Partnership..
RESOLVED that the recommendations in the exempt report be agreed.

(The meeting commenced at 7.00 pm and closed at 8.45 pm)

CHAIRMAN …………………………………………….

Date of Signature …………………………………………….
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