REGULATORY PANEL

WEDNESDAY 28 MAY 2008 AT 2.00 PM

PRESENT:
Councillor Morton (Chairman) Councillors Bainbridge, Bell, Boaden, Mrs Farmer, Mrs Fisher, Mrs Parsons, Scarborough, Mrs Styth, Tootle, Mrs Vasey and Wilson.

RP.18/08
APPOINTMENT OF CHAIRMAN

It was moved and seconded that Councillor Morton be appointed as Chairman of the Regulatory Panel for the municipal year 2008/09.  It was then moved and seconded that Councillor Styth be appointed as Chairman.

Following voting thereon it was:

RESOLVED – That Councillor Morton be appointed as Chairman of the Regulatory Panel for the municipal year 2008/09.  Councillor Morton thereupon took the Chair.

RP.19/08
APPOINTMENT OF VICE CHAIRMAN

It was moved and seconded that Councillor Mrs Styth be appointed as Vice Chairman of the Regulatory Panel for the municipal year 2008/09.  It was then moved and seconded that Councillor Mrs Parsons be appointed as Vice Chairman.  It was also moved that Councillor Bainbridge be appointed as Vice Chairman.  Councillor Bainbridge withdrew his nomination.

Following voting thereon it was:

RESOLVED – That Councillor Mrs Parsons be appointed as Vice Chairman of the Regulatory Panel for the municipal year 2008/09. 

RP.20/08
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

There were no apologies for absence submitted.

RP.21/08
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

There were no declarations of interest submitted.

RP.22/08
HACKNEY CARRIAGE DRIVER - CONVICTIONS

The Licensing Officer presented Report LDS.40/08 regarding a licensed Hackney Carriage Driver, Mr Russell, who had been convicted of four offences.

Mr Russell and PC McEwan were in attendance at the meeting.

The Head of Legal Services outlined the procedure the Panel would follow.  Mr Russell confirmed that he had received and read the Licensing Officer’s report.  The Head of Legal Services advised Mr Russell that he had a right to be represented but he indicated that he did not wish to be so represented.

The Licensing Officer outlined Mr Russell’s licensing history explaining that Mr Russell had applied for a Hackney Carriage driver’s licence in 2003 and the application was referred to the Regulatory Panel because of a number of offences involving violence, dishonesty and motoring convictions.  The Panel refused the application and advised Mr Russell that although he could re-apply at any time, the Council had a policy that a period of at least 3 years should elapse after an offence of violence before a licence would generally be granted.  Mr Russell was granted a Hackney Carriage driver’s licence on 1 September 2004.  His last offence for common assault being in 2001.

The Licensing Officer outlined the four convictions that Mr Russell had received since he was licensed, which included driving without due care and attention, battery, destroying or damaging property and common assault.

In response to a Member’s question the Licensing Officer explained that the driving conviction which Mr Russell received in June 2007 had been dealt with by the Licensing Manager at the time.  The Licensing Manager had issued a letter of warning to Mr Russell which explained that should there be any further convictions Mr Russell may have to appear before the Regulatory Panel.  The Licensing Manager felt that a letter of warning was sufficient as Mr Russell did not have any fare paying passengers at the time of the incident and it was a one off offence.

PC McEwan addressed the Panel and explained that although the offences had been serious they were considered low level assaults with minor injuries, however, a young child was believed to have been in the premises during the domestic argument.

In response to Members’ questions PC McEwan stated that there was nothing in the report to suggest alcohol had been a factor in the incidents. 

Mr Russell then addressed the Panel.  He stated that on the 26 December 2007 he had received a telephone call from his 10 year old daughter to say her mother, Mr Russell’s ex partner, and her boyfriend were taking drugs in the kitchen.  Mr Russell went to his daughter’s house and became involved in an argument with his ex partner.  He then collected his children and their Christmas money to take them shopping in town.  While he was in town with his children he was arrested and his children were taken home.  He was released on bail the same day and went home where he became involved in an argument with his current partner.  Mr Russell stated that the argument got out of hand and he picked up the microwave and threw it to the floor, he also moved the kettle, which broke.  His partner called the police.  Mr Russell explained that he regretted what had happened and he did not feel he was a threat to passengers and he felt he was looking out for his children.

In response to questions Mr Russell clarified the following:

· He paid maintenance to his ex partner for the children

· His temper had lasted the whole day because he had a lot of pressure in December including being behind on his mortgage and the pressure of Christmas but that was behind him now

· He had dealt with various levels of abuse from passengers in his taxi and had not lost his temper

· He did not want to jeopardise being a taxi driver because he enjoyed it and he had just entered into a contract with the County Council to drive children

· There was a 16 week wait to begin the Community Domestic Violence Programme and so he was just at the start but he found it interesting and hoped it would help him 

In response to a further question PC McEwan explained that the Community Order and the Community Domestic Violence Programme were a result of both the Destroying or Damaging Property conviction and the Common Assault because both convictions were heard on the same day.

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

RESOLVED – That Mr Russell’s Hackney Carriage drivers licence be revoked.

RP.21/08
INTERIOR ADVERTISING ON HACKNEY CARRIAGES

The Licensing Officer presented Report LDS.25a/08 regarding the interior advertising on Hackney Carriages.

The Licensing Officer reported that interior advertising on Hackney carriages was limited to the base of the ‘pop up’ seats.  Both the Carlisle Taxi Association and the Hackney Carriage Proprietors Association had requested that the policy be amended to allow media screens to be fitted to the glazed partition in a purpose built taxi and into the headrests of other vehicles.

The Regulatory Panel on 2 April 2008 had deferred the matter for a more detailed report and a demonstration of the media screen.

A media company, iKabs, had approached both of the taxi associations with an offer to install CCTV in their taxis if they had media screens installed.  The revenue generated from the advertising subsidises the installation of the CCTV.  iKabs were promoting the media screens and a representative, Mr Ellison, was in attendance to give a short presentation on the screens.

Mr Ellison then gave a short presentation on iKabs.  He reported that the ethos of iKabs was to create safer taxis within Cities.  The advertisements would have no sound so they would not cause a nuisance to passengers or to the drivers.  All adverts on the screen would be approved by the Licensing Authority and approximately 70% of adverts running were for local businesses.  The adverts cost £10 per week so they were affordable for all businesses.  The slide show would be limited to 10 adverts with 8 to 10 seconds slots.  Mr Ellison explained that some Council’s, such as Blackpool, had safety funding.  Blackpool had used the funding to put screens in 31 Hackney vehicles and 30 saloon vehicles to support the initiative.  As a thank you iKab then gave Blackpool Council advertising space on the screens.

In response to questions Mr Ellison responded that:

· The screen behind the driver’s head would not obscure the driver’s rear view mirror or passengers

· Saloon cars would have the whole headrest replaced by a new one with the screen in built

· Customers and drivers were happy with the screens as they were providing answers to security issues

· The CCTV covered the whole taxi including the driver and the footage could only be accessed by Licensing Authority, the Police and iKabs

· The driver could switch the screen off if requested by the passenger, although there had been no record of such a request since August

· The driver would have to stop the vehicle to switch the screen off

· The adverts could be time delayed so, for example, night club adverts would only appear after 9pm

· IKabs do guarantee to clients that the adverts would be played for a certain amount of time and this was monitored by iKabs

Members raised concerns that the screens would be too invasive and that passengers would not know the screens could be switched off.

The Head of Legal Services reminded Members that one of the Licensing Officer’s recommendations was to have a condition included that a prominent notice must be displayed in the taxi advising passengers that the screen could be switched off at their request.

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

RESOLVED – 1)  That Mr Ellison of iKabs be thanked for his presentation

2)  That the matter be deferred to the next meeting of the Regulatory Panel to allow Members the opportunity to see the screens in both an FX4 vehicle and a saloon vehicle

(The meeting ended at 3.02pm)

