
LICENSING COMMITTEE MINUTES 
 

Friday 17th April 2009 
Council Chamber, Penns Place, Petersfield 

 
-: Present :- 

Councillors R Ayer, (Chairman), Mrs P Bradford, (Vice-Chairman), Mrs H A Ayer, K Carter,  
Mrs A P Claxton, Mrs M C Comber, Mrs D K Denston, K J Graham, Mrs M C Harvey, Mrs G Logan,  

Mrs J M Marshall, (minutes 18 – part of 26 only) Mrs J A Onslow (minutes 18 – part of 26 only)  
and Mrs S E Schillemore. 

 
-: Officers :- 

Environmental Services Manager (Commercial), Principal Solicitor, Principal Licensing Officer and 
Committee Services Co-ordinator 

 
-:Also Present:- 

Mr Andy Eaton, Solicitor, Rother District Council 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

   
18. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE.  
Apologies for absence were received from 
Councillors A B Chick and Mrs A C James. 
 
19. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES.  The 
minutes of the meeting held on 18th July 2008, 
which had been previously circulated, were 
confirmed and signed as a correct record. 
 
20. CHAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS.   
The Chairman announced that he had 
approved consideration of an additional 
item, as a matter of urgency in accordance 
with the provision of Section 100B (4(b) of 
the Local Government (Access to 
Information) Act 1972.  The special 
circumstances justifying this action had 
been that a recommendation needed to be 
considered at the Council meeting to be 
held on Wednesday 13th May 2009 and 
there was no other Licensing Committee 
meeting prior to that date. 
 
The report would be heard as item 8 on the 
agenda. 
 
21. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST.  Cllr 
Mrs S E Schillemore – Personal and Prejudicial 
Interest – Minute 25.    
 
The nature of her interest being that she was a 
member of Cabinet. 
 
Cllr Mrs Schillemore left the room during the 
discussion and voting on this item. 
 
 

22. PRESENTATION – PENALTY POINTS 
SCHEME. The Chairman introduced Mr Andy 
Eaton, Solicitor, Rother District Council who 
gave a presentation on the Penalty Points 
Scheme being operated by Rother District 
Council. (A copy of the presentation can be 
found as Appendix 1 to these minutes). 
 
Councillors and members of the public asked a 
number of questions including: (Answers were 
typed in italics) 
 
Cllr Graham asked if the penalty points system 
would apply to the driver’s Hackney Carriage or 
Private Hire Licence, rather than their driving 
licence. 
 
Yes, it would apply to the licence issued by the 
Council. 
 
Cllr Graham then asked if a taxi driver could be 
reprimanded twice, i.e. by the Council and the 
law. 
 
No, there was no double jeopardy.  
 
Cllr Mrs Onslow asked if there would be a 
meeting of the Licensing Sub-Committee to 
issue points. 
 
There were 54 possible offences and breaches 
of conditions. The first 12 in the Penalty Points 
System were discretionary to the Licensing Sub-
Committee. The other conditions were 
delegated to officers for issuing of offences. 
 
Who would hear an appeal or hearing? 
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It would be a Licensing Sub Committee. A Taxi 
driver would be able to appeal to a Licensing 
Sub-Committee on a delegated decision.  
 
Mr H Wilson, Chairman of the Alton Taxi 
Association was concerned that any penalty 
points system put in place within East 
Hampshire would not be properly enforced due 
to a lack of enforcement officers on the ground. 
 
Mr Wilson asked how the system would be 
financed. 
 
The financial costs of the system were minimal. 
 
Mr Wilson was also concerned that if there was 
an operator with a number of vehicles he might 
accrue a vast amount of points on minor issues. 
 
Not all operators would accrue a vast number of 
points, the system was aimed at drivers, owners 
and operators.  
 
Cllr Graham asked if the person checking the 
vehicle would be aware of points issued during 
the previous week.  
 
A record of the points issued would be kept on 
the individual file of the licence. If the points 
were exceeded the Principal Licensing Officer 
would decide how to report this to the Licensing 
Sub-Committee. 
 
Cllr Mrs Marshall asked that if the driver had 
accrued 12 points would he/she be able to 
continue driving until they went before the 
Licensing Sub-Committee. 
 
For the first 12 penalty points on the table they 
would be able to continue to drive until the 
Licensing Sub-Committee heard the case. 
However, in exceptional cases they would be 
stopped from driving. 
 
Cllr Mrs Harvey asked if EHDC Enforcement 
Officers went out at night. 
 
Yes, they did.   
 
Mr Wilson asked what happened if the case was 
not proven. 
 
No further action would be taken. 
 
Cllr Graham asked if a driver, vehicle owner or 
operator had to attend a Licensing Sub-
Committee hearing. 

It was in he/she best interest to attend. 
However, if he/she did not attend, the hearing 
could go ahead without him/her. 
 
Cllr Graham asked if a driver, vehicle owner or 
operator could send a legal representative on 
their behalf. Would the Licensing Sub-
Committee be able to insist that he/she 
appeared in person? 
 
No, the Sub-Committee would not have the 
power to insist that the driver, vehicle owner or 
operator had to appear in person. The case 
could be heard in their absence. 
 
Cllr Mrs Schillemore asked what would happen 
if a driver accrued 12 points and then moved out 
of the area. Would the points accrued follow 
them? 
 
No, they would not follow them. Each Local 
Authority had its own way of dealing with 
drivers. An Officer from another Local Authority 
might contact EHDC. If a driver failed to give an 
honest answer in an application form then they 
could be prosecuted. 
 
If a driver moved Districts was the information 
on them covered by the Data Protection Act? 
 
No, it was not. 
 
Did drivers, vehicle owners and operators 
support the Penalty Points System? 
 
Yes, they did. The system was not aimed at the 
honest drivers but those that did not care. The 
system helped to find them out more quickly and 
members of the trade felt more empowered by 
the system. 
 
The Chairman thanked Mr Eaton for his 
interesting and enjoyable presentation. 
 
Following the discussion, it was  
 
RESOLVED that the presentation and the 
Committee’s and public’s comments be NOTED. 
 
The Licensing Committee adjourned at 
11.05a.m for a comfort break. 
 
The Licensing Committee reconvened at 
11.15a.m. 
 
23. TAXI LICENSING FEES AND 
CHARGES 2009-2010. The Committee 
considered the Report of the Environmental 
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Services Officer (Commercial), BDWP.19/09, 
which had been previously circulated.   
 
The Environmental Services Officer 
(Commercial) introduced the report.  He 
informed the Committee that the purpose of the 
report had been to request that the Licensing 
Committee considered the proposed increase in 
fees and charges as they related to taxi and 
private hire licensing. These fees and charges 
had been set out in Appendix A of the report. 
 
He said that with the exception of the operator 
licence fee, all fees and charges were 
recommended to increase by 3%. This was in 
line with the inflation rate as recorded in 
September 2008. It had been an established 
practice to set fee increases in this way. 
Operator licence fees were calculated 
separately due to legal reasons. 
 
Under Section 70 of the Local Government 
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976, if a District 
Council determined that the licence fees should 
be varied, they had to publish in at least one 
local newspaper, a notice setting out the 
variation that was proposed. A copy of the 
notice appeared in Appendix B of the report. 
Objections could be made against the notice 
within a 28 day period. He also mentioned that 
separate and specific consultations on the 
proposals were also made with the local taxi 
associations. 
 
A number of objections to the proposals and 
these had to be considered by the Committee. 
These had been detailed in Appendix C of the 
report. A letter of support had also been 
received which appeared in Appendix D of the 
report. The grounds given for the objections had 
been that the increases were above the current 
rate of inflation and could not be justified. In 
addition, many taxi operators had reported a 
considerable drop in trade due to the current 
recession. 
 
From the Licensing Authority’s point of view, 
Taxi and Private hire Fees and Charges had to 
reflect the cost of the service. This was a 
principle that was essential to ensure that the 
service was neither subsidised by the tax payer 
nor one that generated income for the Council. 
However, a recent review of taxi licensing 
finances identified that even with a 3% increase, 
the service in 2009/10 would still be in deficit by 
approximately £5,500. The breakdown for this 
had been detailed on Appendix E of the report. 
The costs themselves had been apportioned 

according to time recording data collected over 
a two month period, at the end of 2008. 
 
He said that failure to increase the level of fee 
proposed would mean that the Council would be 
subsidising the taxi trade at a higher level in the 
short to medium term. It was therefore 
recommended that the proposed increases 
detailed on Appendix A of the report be 
approved as this was a minimal inflation only 
increase. The Licensing Authority would 
continue to conduct annual reviews of the taxi 
licensing finances to ensure that the Council 
met the Council’s legal requirements to be self-
financing by 2012/13. 
 
Councillors made a number of comments 
including: 
 
Cllr Graham said that as much as he did not like 
putting up charges he supported the Officer’s 
recommendation. He was shocked that the 
Council had lost £9.6k last year and that the tax 
payer would still be subsidising the charges 
again this year. 
 
Cllr Mrs Harvey said that everything was going 
up and she felt that Taxi Licensing fees and 
charges could be subsidised. 
 
Councillors supported the officer’s 
recommendations. 
 
It was therefore 
 
RECOMMENDED to Council that the Taxi 
Licensing Fees and Charges 2009-2010 as set 
out in Appendix A of the Report, be 
APPROVED. 

 
24. REVIEW OF HACKNEY CARRIAGE 
FARES. The Committee considered the Report 
of the Principal Licensing Officer, BDWP.17/09, 
which had been previously circulated.   
 
The Principal Licensing Officer introduced the 
Report.  She informed the Committee that the 
purpose of the report was to review the 
maximum Hackney Carriage fares chargeable in 
East Hampshire and the continuation of a fuel 
surcharge. It also set an effective date for the 
previously approved requirement for calendar 
controlled meters. 
 
The Licensing Committee had last reviewed the 
fares in January 2008 and had requested that 
this was an annual process. 
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She said that during 2008 the cost of fuel had 
risen dramatically which had resulted in 
requests from the trade to introduce a fuel 
surcharge to the tariff. The Licensing Committee 
had recommended to Council that 50 pence be 
added to each journey. This had been approved 
by Council on 30th July 2008 and came into 
effect on the 1st September 2008. The current 
fare chart showing the fuel surcharge had been 
shown on page 20 of the agenda. 
 
Paragraphs 1.7 and 1.8 – 1.10 of the report 
detailed the direct costs affecting taxi operators. 
Licensing fees were proposed to increase 
minimally, by inflation only, and motoring costs 
had remained fairly constant since 2007. The 
biggest cost to the motorist in 2008 had been 
the cost of fuel. 
 
Appendices 2 and 3, on pages 23 -29 of the 
agenda detailed the consultation 
correspondence with the trade this year. This 
had resulted in requests to retain the current 
fare chart and retain the ability to charge a fuel 
surcharge when fuel prices reached £1.12 per 
litre. Currently there was no threshold applied 
and in theory operators could be charging this 
extra 50 pence per journey. In practice, 
however, it was understood that since fuel 
prices had dropped most operators were not 
applying the surcharge. 
 
The trade reported that demand for taxi services 
had fallen and their business had decreased by 
approximately 50% for both town journeys and 
longer journeys such as airport bookings. In light 
of this they considered that any increase would 
not be sustainable. 
 
She said that any variation to the table of fares 
agreed by the Licensing Committee would have 
to be advertised and a minimum of two weeks 
allowed for objections. Details of the public 
notice procedure had been detailed at point four 
on page 18 of the agenda and shown in the flow 
chart in Appendix 4. 
 
Councillors made a number of comments 
including: 
 
Cllr Mrs Ayer pointed out an error on page 17 of 
the agenda in para 1.8, last sentence, 'per litre' 
should read 'per journey'. 
 
Cllr Graham said that he did not like fares going 
up but that there must be a maximum in the 
Table of Fares. He supported the Officer’s 
recommendation. 

 
Councillors supported the Officer’s 
recommendation. 
 
It was therefore 
 
RECOMMENDED to Council that  
 
(i) no change be made to the current 
maximum in the Table of Fares;  
 
(ii) the 50p fuel surcharge be retained, with 
a trip threshold of £1.12/litre; and  
 
(iii) All Hackney Carriages be fitted with 
calendar controlled meters by 15th June 2009, 
and delegated authority be given to the Principal 
Licensing Officer to extend this date if 
necessary. 
 
25. URGENT ITEM - LICENSING TABLES 
AND CHAIRS ON THE HIGHWAY 
(AMENDMENT TO FEE STRUCTURES). The 
Committee considered the urgent Report of the 
Environmental Services Officer (Commercial), 
BDWP.22/09, which had been previously 
circulated.   
 
Cllr Mrs Schillemore left the room as per her 
earlier declaration of interest. 
  
The Environmental Services Officer 
(Commercial) introduced the report.  He 
informed the Committee that the purpose of this 
urgent report had been to propose amendments 
to the fee structure for licensing tables and 
chairs on the highway. 
 
On 27th February 2008, Council had approved a 
scheme for the licensing of tables and chairs on 
the highway. The first application had been 
processed in July 2008. There were now five 
local businesses with licensed facilities and 
three other applications currently being 
processed. 
 
The current fee structure for licensing tables and 
chairs reflected the true costs of administration 
and enforcement for this type of licence. It was 
comparable with other local authorities. 
However, at the moment it did not adequately 
deal with applications which related to larger 
businesses and areas of land. Beyond a certain 
point this application fee would exceed the true 
cost of administration and enforcement and the 
cost to businesses would make licensing their 
facilities prohibitively expensive. This had been 
highlighted in a recent letter from the Alton 
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Licensed Victuallers Association which 
expressed a serious concern in this regard. 
Equally, events occasionally held in Petersfield 
Market Square such as the annual food festival, 
which was of benefit to the whole community, 
might not be able to take place because of the 
costs involved. 
 
It was therefore suggested that a maximum fee 
be introduced based on the fee calculation for 
12 square metres. At current fee levels, for 
2009/10, this would be £300. Applications for 
areas greater than 12 square metres would 
therefore only pay this amount. 
 
A further amendment was also proposed for the 
annual application fee when the details of the 
application remained unchanged, which was in 
effect, a renewal. In this situation, Licensing 
Officers would have no need to visit the site to 
inspect the facility thus reducing the cost of 
processing the application. It was recommended 
that in this situation the renewal fee should be 
set at 50% of the appropriate application fee. 
 
Both of these suggested changes would remove 
a potential financial barrier for those who wished 
to lay out table and chair areas or who wished to 
hold events in the town centres and would be 
particularly welcome in the current financial 
climate. 
 
Councillors made a number of comments and 
asked a number of questions including: 
(Answers are typed in italics) 
 
Cllr Graham said that he agreed with the 
introduction of a maximum fee. He expressed 
surprise that for all the work undertaken by 
Officers there had only been five applications for 
the licence. The fee had obviously been 
prohibitively high and he felt that reducing the  
charge would help local businesses. 
 
Cllr Mrs Harvey expressed amazement that only 
five businesses had applied for a licence. She 
asked why the Council was charging for the 
licence? The cost in time and energy of the 
officers in processing the applications was 
amazing. 
 
In reply, Officer’s said that the scheme had been 
introduced at the end of the summer session in 
2008 and Officers were currently actively 
engaged in the work. 
 
Cllr Ayer asked if all the fees were annual. 
 

Officers confirmed that this was correct. 
Cllr Mrs Denston asked if licences could be 
issued and paid for on a half yearly basis. She 
also asked if a public house owned the land 
outside of the property did they not have to 
apply for a licence.  
 
There was no means for charging for a 
proportionate part of the licence as the costs 
were the same. It was correct that if a public 
house owned the land they did not have to apply 
for a tables and chairs licence. 
 
Cllr Mrs Onslow said that she was disappointed 
there was an issue with health and safety and 
she wondered how many more applications 
would come forward. She believed that there 
had to be a better way of dealing with the 
problem. 
 
Cllr Ayer said that this was particularly an issue 
for urban areas such as Alton and Petersfield. 
Cllr Mrs Marshall asked who would be enforcing 
the policy. 
 
Officers would enforce the policy. 
 
Cllr Mrs Onslow felt that there must be shorter 
route and that it was a bureaucratic nightmare. 
The problem of tables and chairs on the 
highway might be a problem in places such as 
Alton and Petersfield but not of such a concern 
in the rural areas. 
 
Cllr Mrs Ayer believed that there were a number 
of businesses who would still want to apply for a 
licence, she could think of at least five in 
Petersfield. 
 
Cllr Graham suggested that Officers should 
report back to the Committee in one year on 
how many licences had been applied for and 
issued. 
 
Cllr Mrs Bradford said that there were at least 
10 or 11 premises in Alton who had tables and 
chairs outside. Another issue was ‘A’ boards on 
the pavements. 
 
She felt that there would be a problem with 
Health and Safety if the Council did not control 
it. It had to be managed. 
 
The Principal Solicitor advised the Committee 
that the Council carried out the enforcement role 
where a licence was in place. The County 
Council enforced the ‘A’ Boards. 
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Cllr Mrs Denston thought that a year was too 
long to wait for a report on the uptake and 
believed that a report should come back to the 
Committee in three months. 
 
Cllr Carter asked if Officers could say how many 
applications they were expecting in the coming 
months. 
 
Officers believed that there might be 20 
applications. The costs calculated reflected the 
cost of officer’s time to process the licence. 
There was an additional cost for enforcement. 
 
Councillors supported the Officer’s 
recommendation. 
 
It was therefore 
 
RECOMMENDED to Council that  
 
(i) The tables and chairs licensing fee 
structure be amended to introduce a maximum 
fee based on the fee for 12 square metres; and 
 
(ii) A  renewal fee, equivalent to 50% of the 
appropriate application fee, for the annual 
applications that are unchanged be introduced. 
 
It was also RESOLVED that a Report be 
brought to the Licensing Committee in six 
months detailing the application uptake of the 
Tables & Chairs Licence.  
 
The Licensing Committee adjourned at 
11.45a.m for a comfort break. 
 
The Licensing Committee reconvened at 
11.55a.m. 
 
26. HACKNEY CARRIAGE AND PRIVATE 
HIRE LICENSING – POLICIES AND 
CONDITIONS. The Committee considered the 
Report of the Principal Licensing Officer, 
BDWP.21/09, which had been previously 
circulated.   
 
Cllr Mrs Schillemore returned to room. 
During the consideration of this item the 
Licensing Committee adjourned the meeting for 
a short lunch break at 1.00p.m. 
 
The Licensing Committee reconvened at 
1.30p.m. 
 
The Principal Licensing Officer introduced the 
report.  She informed the Committee that the 
report represented a review of Hackney 

Carriage Fares. It presented, in Appendix A of 
the report a general Licensing Enforcement 
Policy, a Hackney Carriage and Private Hire 
Licensing Policy, application requirements, 
vehicle specifications, conditions and a penalty 
points system. 
 
She said that the aim of the review had been to 
bring taxi licensing up-to-date and as far as 
possible in line with current national standards 
and government best practice advice. 
Consultation on the proposals had been 
undertaken with representatives of the licensed 
hackney and private hire trades, the Council’s 
Taxi Forum, The National Private Hire 
Association and all EHDC licensed drivers and 
garages approved to carry out taxi testing. 
 
The responses to this consultation had been 
contained in the table in Appendix B of the 
report, together with the officer’s analysis, 
comments and recommendations. 
 
Since the agenda had been published, further 
comments had been received and these had 
been included in papers distributed to the 
Committee at the meeting. 

 
She drew the Committee’s attention to one 
amendment to the report. This had been in 
Appendix A and was a request to remove a 
condition from the recommendation. This was in 
G – Dual Hackney Carriage and Private Hire 
Vehicle Driver’s Conditions to remove 
paragraph 13. 

 
The Principal Licensing Officer said that the 
adoption of these policies, procedures and 
standards were an essential step to improving 
passenger safety. It would also provide greater 
transparency and clarity to the taxi trade. 

 
Councillors made a number of comments and 
asked a number of questions on the documents 
including (Answers are in italics): 
Cllr Mrs Onslow said that it was a very large 
document had there been a guidance paper 
used in producing this document. 

 
No, guidance came in all sorts of forms. The 
policies and conditions had not been reviewed 
for a number of years. 

 
Cllr Graham asked why the Penalty Points 
System had been included. 
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The Principal Solicitor advised that the Penalty 
Points System had not needed to be imbedded 
in a Licensing condition because it was a policy. 

 
Councillors considered the document, the 
Licensing Officer’s comments and 
recommendations as set out in Appendix B of 
the report. Councillors made a number of 
comments and amended the document as 
follows: 
 
Section A – Licensing Enforcement Policy 
 
Amend the wording at 9.2(g) to add after Home 
Office Circular 30/2005 ‘would be more 
appropriate’. 
 
Section B - Hackney Carriage and Private Hire 
Policy 
 
Amend wording at 1.1 with ‘licensing is 
necessary to prevent public nuisance and crime 
and disorder. 
 
Amend wording at 1.5 ‘LTown Police Clauses 
Act 1847 and s65(7) of the Local Government 
(Miscellaneous Provisions Act) 1976 and 
section 171 of the Public Health Act 1875.’  

 
Amend para 3.5 – remove ‘but then’ and replace 
with ‘in all cases’. 

 
Amend wording at para 7 of first sentence 
‘L.except refusal to licence a vehicle as a 
Hackney Carriage the appeal is to the Crown 
CourtL.’ 
 
Section C – Dual Hackney Carriage and Private 
Hire Vehicle Driver 

 
Medical Standards – Frequency of Medical 
Tests – amend wording to ‘...once up to Age 45, 
every five years up to age 65 and once a year 
there after’. 

  
Insulin Treated Diabetics – amend last sentence 
to ‘Appendix B’. 

 
Section F – Specification for Hackney Carriage 
and Private Hire Vehicles 

 
Amend para 3 – Wheels – additional condition  
inserted – ‘when the spacesaver wheel is fitted 
the wheel must be replaced by a full sized wheel 
at the earliest opportunity and in any case on or 
before the maximum number of miles, 
recommended by the manufacturer, is travelled.’ 
 

Amend para 6 – Luggage a) to ‘Provision must 
be made for carrying luggage sufficient for the 
number of persons to be carried in the vehicle’. 

 
Amend para 15 – Exhaust Pipe a) L’no 
inflammable material canL’ 

 
Amend para 13 – Fire extinguishers –to read ‘ a 
minimum 1 kilo powder typeL’  

 
Amend para 27 – Wheelchair Accessible – to 
remove ‘through an aperture no less than 
Lhigh’. i.e make no reference to minimum 
apertures. 
 
Section G – Dual Hackney Carriage and Private 
Hire Vehicle Driver Conditions 

 
Amend para 5)ii) to shorts may be worn; 
 
Remove para 13). 

 
Section H – Private Hire Vehicle Conditions  

 
Amend para 1) interpretation – remove 
“hackney carriage L.1847.”, 
 
Amend 5) Fire Extinguisher – should be 
amended to read ‘a minimum 1 kilo powder 
type..’. 
 
Remove para 6 under general conditions; 
 
Insert at para 14 – ‘A no-smoking sign 
(international no-smoking symbol; no smaller 
than 70mm in diameter) must be displayed 
inside the vehicle.’ 
 
Insert new paragraph Wheels – with two 
conditions: 
 
a) All vehicles must have a minimum of four 
road wheels and carry a spare wheel to the 
same specification as the road wheels; and  
b) when the spacesaver wheel is fitted the 
wheel must be replaced by a full sized wheel at 
the earliest opportunity and in any case on or 
before the maximum number of miles, 
recommended by the manufacturer, is travelled. 

 
Section I – Hackney Carriage (Taxi) Conditions 

 
Amend para 1) interpretation – remove “private 
hire vehicle Lpassengers.’ 

 
Amend para 1) interpretation – remove 
‘operatorLvehicles’. 
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Amend para 3 – Wheels – additional condition  
inserted – ‘when the spacesaver wheel is fitted 
the wheel must be replaced by a full sized wheel 
at the earliest opportunity and in any case on or 
before the maximum number of miles, 
recommended by the manufacturer, is travelled.’ 

 
Amend para 6) - Fire Extinguisher - to read ‘a 
minimum 1 kilo powder type..’. 

 
Amend 8) Tariff card and 10) Advertising – and 
any other references to operator in I be 
amended to ‘proprietor’. 

 
Remove bullet point 6 under para 16 – starting 
‘the penalty points’; 
 
Insert new bullet point under para 16 – ‘A no-
smoking sign (international no-smoking symbol; 
no smaller that 70mm in diameter) must be 
displayed inside the vehicle.’ 

 
Insert new paragraph Wheels – with two 
conditions: 
 
a) All vehicles must have a minimum of four 
road wheels and carry a spare wheel to the 
same specification as the road wheels; and  
 
b) when the spacesaver wheel is fitted the 
wheel must be replaced by a full sized wheel at 
the earliest opportunity and in any case on or 
before the maximum number of miles, 
recommended by the manufacturer, is travelled. 
 
Section J – Private Hire Vehicle Operator’s 
Conditions 

 
Amend para 2) Booking Records - sub para 5 – 
to read ‘the fare for the journey, if quoted’ 

 

Amend para 3) Vehicles and Drivers - sub para 
3 and 4 – amend so that bullet 3 and 4 merge to 
become sub para 3. Renumber sub para 1-6. 

 
Amend para 4) Premises – Add sub para 5. ‘No 
smoking signs must be displayed in a prominent 
position at every entrance to the premises. 
Signs must meet the following minimum 
requirements: 

 

• Be a minimum of A5 in area 
(210mmx148mm); 

• Display the international no-smoking 
symbol at least 70mm in diameter; and 

• Carry the following words in characters 
that can be easily read : ‘ No smoking. It is 
against the law to smoke on these premises’. 

 
Section L – Penalty Points System 

 
Amend – Issue of Penalty Points – para 6 – new 
para; In the event that a driver/owner/operator 
commits an offence or breaches a condition as 
listed in the penalty points table attached he/she 
shall be awarded the number of points 
applicable to the circumstances as shown in the 
table for the breach/offence shown in the table. 

 
Renumber the paras after new para seven 
above. 

  
It was therefore 

 
RECOMMENDED to Council that the Hackney 
Carriage and Private Hire Licensing Policies and 
Conditions as amended above be APPROVED. 
 
 
 

LLLLLLLLLLLLL.. 
 

Chairman     
The meeting concluded at 1.45pm 
 
During the course of the meeting 15 members of the public and no members of the press were present 
 
 

Copies of this and all other agendas and minutes can be accessed via the Council’s website – 
http://www.easthants.gov.uk/meetings  

They are also available on request in other formats inclung audio and large print. 
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