
REGULATORY PANEL

WEDNESDAY 25 AUGUST 2010 AT 2.00PM

PRESENT::
Councillor Morton (Chairman), Councillor Bell, Cape (as 


substitute for Cllr Mrs Rutherford)
Graham, Layden, 





Mrs Parsons, Mrs Robson, Scarborough, Tootle, 





Mrs Vasey and Wilson.

RP.24/10
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were submitted on behalf of Councillors Hendry and Mrs Rutherford.
RP.25/10
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

There were no declarations of interest.

RP.26/10
MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS
RESOLVED - That the minutes of the meetings held on 14 July 2010 be noted.
RP.27/10
HACKNEY CARRIAGE SPECIFICATION – MINIMUM 


ENGINE SIZE
The Licensing Officer submitted report GD.30/10 which outlined a proposal to amend the specification in relation to the minimum engine size for Hackney Carriages to reflect the increased efficiency of modern engines.

The Licensing Officer reminded the Panel that in 1994 the Council adopted a specification which would allow saloon type vehicles to be licensed as Hackney Carriages.  This specification included items such as minimum engine size, colour, minimum length and width.

The minimum engine size allowed was 1600cc (or manufactured as a 1.6). This minimum requirement was thought to be powerful enough for a taxi of minimum size 14ft x 5ft 7ins and 4 passengers with luggage.

In 1994 a typical 1600cc engine produced in the region of 90 brake horse power (90bhp).  Some 16 years later this could be achieved by most 1500cc diesel engines and some 1400cc petrol engines.  For example a nineties Ford Mondeo produced 87bhp from its 1.8 diesel engine whereas it’s latest 1.6 diesel produced109bhp.  Judging an engine’s ability on its capacity alone is therefore becoming increasingly misleading.

The Licensing Officer added that the new generation of smaller but more efficient engines were also more environmentally friendly.  As well as using significantly less fossil fuel there were also significant reductions in terms of CO2 and particular emissions.  Many Councils were therefore reverting to power based specifications rather than simply engine size.

Officers had met with representatives from Carlisle Taxi Association and they were fully backing the proposed change to a minimum 90bhp.  The possible savings in fuel and the initial purchase price of the vehicle would help during a time when the trade was struggling generally.

RESOLVED – That the specification in relation to Hackney Carriages be amended to only allow vehicles with an engine with a minimum 90bhp (rather than 1600cc) to be licensed.  This equates to a metric 66KW.

RP.28/10
HACKNEY CARRIAGE FARES REVIEW
The Licensing Officer submitted the annual Hackney Carriage Fares Review (GD.42/10).

The Licensing Officer outlined the history of the annual review and the relevant legislation.  He explained that the Council’s Financial Services had produced the changes in the RPI to the identified criteria for transport costs since the last increase.  The changes had been multiplied by the ‘weighting’ agreed with the taxi associations previously and an overall increase of 4.64% in transport costs had been identified.  He added that inflation overall had risen by 3.8%.

The Licensing Officer explained how Carlisle compared to other districts in the County for a 2 mile journey and added that if the 20p increase on flagfall was granted, Carlisle would be ranked highest of the 6 Cumbria Councils.  He added that Members should be aware that this could be because other authorities had not yet carried out their annual review.  He also explained that Carlisle had higher congestion and higher specification than other authorities.
RESOLVED –1) That the flagfall be increased by 20p from £2.30 to £2.50 for the first 0.7 of a mile equating to a 4.1% increase on a 2 mile journey;

2) If no objections are received, or are subsequently withdrawn by the closing date of 10 September 2010, the new tariff will apply from 6 October 2010; any objections would be heard by the Regulatory Panel on 13 October 2010 and the table of fares would come in to force, with or without modification, on 18 October 2010.

RP.29/10
PUBLIC AND PRESS
RESOLVED – That in accordance with Section 100A(4) of the Local Government Act 1972 the Public and Press were excluded from the meeting during consideration of the following items of business on the grounds that they involved the likely disclosure of exempt information as defined in the paragraph number (as indicated in brackets against the minutes) of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the 1972 Local Government Act.

RP.30/10
APPLICATION FOR A LICENCE TO DRIVE A HACKNEY CARRIAGE

(Public and Press excluded by virtue of Paragraph 7)

The Licensing Officer presented Report GD.41/10 regarding an application for a licence to drive a Hackney Carriage.

MJR, the applicant, was in attendance at the meeting. 

The Assistant Solicitor outlined the procedure the Panel would follow.  MJR confirmed that he had received and read the Licensing Officer’s report.  The Assistant Solicitor advised MJR that he had a right to be represented but he indicated that he did not wish to be so represented. 

The Licensing Officer provided details of the applicant’s licensing history application and application.  If the licence was granted by the Panel it would be subject to the applicant successfully passing a Class 11 medical which can cost up to a further £90
MJR addressed the Panel.  He explained the circumstances of his previous convictions and how his life and circumstances had changed since the convictions.  He apologised for his past behaviour and commented that he was now concentrating on the future.
The Licensing Officer reminded the Panel of the relevant Legislation and outlined the options open to the Panel.

The respective parties then withdrew from the meeting whilst the Panel gave detailed consideration to the matter.

RESOLVED – That, having given serious consideration to the matter, the Panel agreed to grant MRJ’s application for a Hackney Carriage driver’s licence accompanied by a letter of warning and on the provision that MJR’s medical examination and criminal record check were satisfactory in accordance with Council policy.

RP.31/10
APPLICATION FOR A LICENCE TO DRIVE A HACKNEY CARRIAGE


(Public and Press excluded by virtue of Paragraph 7)

The Licensing Officer presented Report GD.37/10 regarding an application for a licence to drive a Hackney Carriage.

PR, the applicant, was in attendance at the meeting. 

The Assistant Solicitor outlined the procedure the Panel would follow.  PR confirmed that he had received and read the Licensing Officer’s report.  The Assistant Solicitor advised PR that he had a right to be represented but he indicated that he did not wish to be so represented. 

The Licensing Officer provided details of the applicant’s licensing history and application.  If the licence was granted by the Panel it would be subject to the applicant successfully passing a Class 11 medical which can cost up to a further £90

PR addressed the Panel.  He explained the how his life had changed since the convictions and why he needed his licence reinstated.
The Licensing Officer reminded the Panel of the relevant Legislation and outlined the options open to the Panel.

The respective parties then withdrew from the meeting whilst the Panel gave detailed consideration to the matter.

RESOLVED – That, having given very serious consideration to the matter, the Panel agreed to refuse PR’s application as he was not a fit and proper person to hold a Hackney Carriage drivers licence as they felt he had an excessive number of points on his licence and that there had not been a sufficient period of time between the revocation of his licence and the new application.
(The meeting ended at 2.55pm)

