
LICENSING COMMITTEE MINUTES 
 

Friday 2nd June 2006 
Council Chamber, Penns Place, Petersfield 

 
-: Present :- 

 
Councillor W V Womack (Chairman) 

Councillors Mrs P Bradford (Vice-Chairman), R Ayer, A B Chick, T Costello, Mrs D K Denston, B O 
Dickinson, K J Graham,  S C James, Mrs J A Onslow, P Rodgers and Sqn Ldr G G Whittle 

 
-: Officers :- 

 
Legal Services Manager, Principal Licensing Officer and Committee and Members’ Services  

Co-ordinator 
 

-:Also Present:- 
 

Minute 9 – Mr Barry Winter and Mr John Rumble, Petersfield Taxi Association  
 

 
1. APOLOGIES.  Apologies for absence were 
received from Cllr Mrs A C James. 
 
2. CHAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS.  The 
Chairman announced the location of the fire exits 
and asked all those present to switch off their 
mobile telephones. 
 
3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST.  Cllr R 
Ayer – Personal & Prejudicial interest Minute 9.  
The nature of his interest being he was a friend of 
Mr John Rumble who attended the meeting in 
support of Mr Barry Winter, Petersfield Taxi 
Association.  Cllr Ayer therefore left the meeting. 
 
4. HACKNEY CARRIAGE (TAXI) FARES.  
The Report of the Principal Licensing Officer, 
SMWP.38/06, which had been previously 
circulated, was considered.  The Principal 
Licensing Officer introduced this item. She 
explained that the purpose of the report was for the 
Committee to review the maximum Hackney 
Carriage fares chargeable in East Hampshire.  
There were 2 proposals/options to be considered.  
The Committee also had the option to set a 
different rate or make no alteration to charges. 
 
The Principal Licensing Officer gave the Committee 
details of the 2 options. 
 
Option 1 had been proposed by the Petersfield 
Taxi Association and Option 2 by the Alton Taxi 
Association.  She informed the meeting Mr Barry 
Winter from the Petersfield Taxi Association and Mr 
John Rumble were in attendance to answer any 
questions.  However, Mr Peter Blackman from 
Alton Taxi Association was unable to attend the 
meeting. 

She informed the meeting that tokens were 
available from EHDC to cover bus and taxi fares in 
the District.  The tariffs and groups receiving the 
tokens were as follows: 
 

• Age 60-69 £24 worth of tokens; 

• Age 70+ £30 worth of tokens; 

• People with disabilities £24 worth of tokens; 

• Wheelchair, blind and partially sighted £50 
worth of tokens; and  

• Companion’s £25 worth of tokens. 
 
The Principal Licensing Officer also told the 
meeting that in addition to the increase in mileage 
rate they consider an additional charge to cover the 
cost of toll fees and congestion charges. 
 
Mr Brian Winter, Petersfield Taxi Association 
informed the meeting that the fare increases were 
desperately needed by the trade.  This was mostly 
due to fuel increases and the cost of living going 
up.   
 
The Committee discussed the proposals and asked 
a number of questions including (Answers in 
italics). 
 
Cllr Whittle indicated his support for Option 1 as it 
was the more honest proposal.  He felt that the 
second proposal had hidden charges for the 
passenger. 
 
Cllr James asked what benefit there was to Option 
2, as both options were for the same price 
increase.  The majority of work carried out by the 
taxi service in Alton were short runs and it was felt 
that if the price was flagged up at the beginning of 



 (2) 

the journey it would deter people from using the 
service.   
 
Petersfield Taxis also carried out a lot of short runs 
and gave as an example passengers disembarking 
from trains at Petersfield railway station and asking 
to taken to Petersfield Squire; a matter of a few 
hundred yards.  Taxi drivers could not refuse the 
fare and would find that on their return minutes 
later they would be at the back of the rank. 
 
Cllr Graham asked if there were extra charges for 
carrying of people in wheelchairs.  The only extra 
charge was for the carriage of dogs. 
 
Cllr Costello asked the Principal Licensing Officer 
to clarify the position if Alton Taxi Association were 
unhappy with the decision reached by the 
Committee?   
There was a 14 day consultation period after the 
publication of the decision of the Committee.  Any 
objections would come back to the Committee. 
 
Cllr Mrs Bradford asked if the two Associations 
met?  No they did not, although Mr Winter had tried 
contacting Mr Blackman.  The Alton Taxi 
Association had been disbanded at one stage due 
to turmoil within the Association.   
 
Cllr Graham asked if the two Associations could 
pick up fares in each other’s area?  Yes, both Alton 
and Petersfield Hackney Carriage Drivers could 
drop off and pick up fares in both towns. 
 
Cllr Rodgers pointed out that in the details 
submitted by the Alton Taxi Association as 
Appendix 1 of the report, 6 of the 15 members who 
replied to the questionnaire opted for the 
Petersfield price rise. 
 
Councillors were asked to vote on the charging 
proposals. 
 
11 Councillors voted FOR recommending option 1. 
No Councillors voted FOR recommending option 2. 
 
All Councillors agreed to toll and congestion 
charges being applied. 
 
RESOLVED that  
 

Option 1 be APPROVED to include congestion and 
Toll charges may be recovered. 
 
5. FUTURE DECISIONS ON HACKNEY 
CARRIAGE (TAXI) FARES.   
The Committee was asked to consider whether it 
would prefer future Hackney Carriage fares reviews 
to be considered by a Sub-Committee of the 
Licensing Committee, in the same way that liquor 
licensing applications were dealt with.  If it was, the 
Committee was recommended to delegate 
establishment of such Sub-Committees to the 
Democratic Services Manager, in consultation with 
the Chairman of the Licensing Committee. 
 
The Committee discussed the proposal.  There 
were concerns that a Sub-Committee of 3 should 
not be empowered to change the whole fare 
structure.  Cllrs Mrs Bradford and Whittle believed 
that the reviewing of price charges required the 
whole Committee.  It was a policy decision and 
required the full Committee. 
 
The Principal Licensing Officer explained that in the 
past the decision on increases in Hackney Carriage 
Fares had been decided by the Cabinet.  This had 
now been delegated to the Licensing Committee. 
 
The Committee voted on the proposal for Hackney 
Carriage Licence fees to be agreed by a Sub-
Committee.  2 Councillors voted FOR the proposal 
and 8 AGAINST.  Councillors then voted on 
recommending that Hackney Carriage Licence fare 
be decided by the full Licensing Committee.  8 
Councillors voted FOR the proposal and 2 
AGAINST.  
 
The Legal Services Manager advised the 
Committee that the recommendation would go to 
the Standards Committee and then Council. 
 
RECOMMENDED to Council that 
 
(i) Future decisions relating to Hackney Carriage 
fares would be made by the Licensing Committee. 
(ii) All other decisions on licensing matters would 
be delegated to the Licensing Sub Committee.  
However, the Sub Committee could refer the 
matter back to the Licensing Committee for 
decision. 
 

--------------------------------------- 
Chairman 

 
The meeting concluded at 10.55 a.m. 
 
During the course of the meeting 0 members of the press and 0 member of the public was present.
 


