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LICENSING REGULATORY SUB-COMMITTEE

Minutes of the proceedings at a meeting of the Licensing Regulatory Sub-Committee held 
in the Georgian Room - Kendal Town Hall, on Tuesday, 24 April 2018, at 2.00 p.m.

Present

Councillors

Rupert Audland Andrew Jarvis Mel Mackie

An apology for absence was received from Councillor Helen Irving.

Officers

Jason Habbershon Committee Services/Scrutiny Officer
Nicola Hartley Solicitor
Karen Partington Licensing Officer

LRS/74 ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN 

RESOLVED – That Councillor Andrew Jarvis be elected Chairman for the meeting.

LRS/75 APOLOGIES AND RECONSTITUTION OF MEMBERSHIP 

Councillor Helen Irving having tendered an apology for absence, Councillor
Rupert Audland, as Substitute Member, took her place on the Sub-Committee.

LRS/76 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

RESOLVED – That it be noted that no declarations of interest were raised.

LRS/77 LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 - EXCLUDED ITEMS 

RESOLVED – That it be noted that there are no excluded items on the agenda.

LRS/78 INTRODUCTIONS 

Note – As the applicant, Mr Ateeq Ur Rehman, was not yet present, the Sub-
Committee voted to adjourn the meeting until 2.10 p.m. to provide an opportunity 
for him to arrive. Mr Rehman was not present at the time of the reconvening.

Having sought reassurance from the Licensing Officer that every effort had been made to 
facilitate the attendance of Mr Rehman, Members felt that it was appropriate in the 
circumstances to continue the meeting in his absence.

The Chairman read out the procedure for the meeting.
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LRS/79 APPLICATION TO LICENSE HACKNEY CARRIAGE VEHICLE CONTRARY TO 
INTENDED USE POLICY (DS12 17/18) 

The Licensing Officer presented a report which requested consideration of an application 
from Mr Ateeq Ur Rehman for the renewal of Hackney Carriage Vehicle Licence HCV682. 

The applicant had stated that he intended to work outside of the administrative area of 
South Lakeland District Council and, as such, the application was not in line with 
Appendix X, “Intended use and licensing of hackney carriages”, of the Council’s Hackney 
Carriage and Private Hire Licensing Policy 2017. The Licensing Officer explained that this 
had implications from an enforcement perspective as the Council could not effectively 
ensure that the applicant adhered to the Terms and Conditions attached to his Hackney 
Carriage Vehicle Licence. Furthermore, Licensing Officers covering areas outside the 
geographic boundaries of South Lakeland would have no power to take enforcement 
action in respect of South Lakeland District Council’s hackney carriage licence conditions.

The Licensing Officer set out the legal implications relating to this case.

Note – At 2.20 p.m. the applicant, Mr Ateeq Ur Rehman, arrived.

Following the arrival of the applicant, the Chairman made introductions and read out the 
procedure for the meeting. The Licensing Officer repeated her presentation of the report 
and outlined the history of applications involving the applicant as set out within the report.

Mr Rehman explained that he had been driving under licence from South Lakeland District 
Council since 2013 and had always indicated within his applications that he would be 
working outside of South Lakeland and that this had never been raised as an issue 
before. He added that in those five years as a hackney carriage driver he had received no 
complaints. 

In reference to the lack of a response to questions regarding the trade name, address and 
telephone number of the business that the vehicle would be operating under, Mr Rehman 
explained that this was not applicable and he had been unsure if this needed including. 
He reiterated that during previous applications he had not been made aware that he was 
required to work within the area. Mr Rehman added that he had not been late in 
submitting his insurance documents but that, in his opinion, this had been the result of an 
administrative error by the Council.

The Sub-Committee asked Mr Rehman why he had chosen to apply for a licence with 
South Lakeland District Council when he operated in West Yorkshire. He explained that 
he had originally intended to move to the area, and had no issue with working within 
South Lakeland if required.

In response to a further question, Mr Rehman indicated that he understood why the 
Council’s policy was in place but reiterated that had he been made aware of the policy 
during the process of his application in 2017 then he would have been happy to work 
within South Lakeland.

Note – The Sub-Committee passed a resolution to adjourn the meeting to exclude the 
applicant, in making its decision, pursuant to Schedule 12A of the Local Government Act 
1972 as amended by the Local Government (Access to Information) (Variation) Order 
2006 by virtue of the paragraph indicated:-

Paragraph 5 – Information in respect of which a claim to legal professional privilege could 
be maintained in legal proceedings.
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The Sub-Committee, supported by the Solicitor, then withdrew to consider the 
circumstances put forward and subsequently reconvened to deliver the decision.

Having heard the facts of the case, and having heard the representations made by
Mr Rehman, the Licensing Regulatory Sub-Committee considered the circumstances put 
forward and

RESOLVED - That Mr Rehman’s application for renewal of his Hackney Carriage Vehicle 
Licence be refused on the following grounds:-

(1) An application has been made by Mr Ateeq Ur Rehman to renew his Hackney 
Carriage Vehicle licence HCV682, Skoda Octavia registration SJ61 VNH. The application 
highlights that the applicant intends to work for a business based in the West Yorkshire 
area, and the application therefore falls outside of the Council’s Hackney Carriage and 
Private Hire Licensing Policy 2017. 

(2) The Sub-Committee notes that the applicant has been operating outside the 
District in contravention of the Council’s Policy.

(3) The Sub-Committee was not convinced that the applicant would restrict business 
to the South Lakeland area.

(4) This has implications from an enforcement perspective as this Licensing Authority 
cannot effectively ensure the applicant adheres to the Terms and Conditions attached to 
his Hackney Carriage Vehicle Licence. Furthermore, Licensing Officers covering other 
areas outside the geographic boundaries of this district would not have any power to take 
enforcement action in respect of South Lakeland District Council’s hackney carriage 
licence conditions. Ultimately, this situation undermines licensing processes that are in 
place to ensure the safety of the public.

(5) Section 6.3 of the Hackney Carriage and Private Hire Licensing Policy 2017 refers 
to ‘Out of District Use’, as follows;

Hackney Carriages that are licensed by South Lakeland District Council are 
expected to operate only within the district that is covered by the council.
The Council will consider revoking the licence of any hackney carriage that 
regularly operates outside of the district. In this case ‘regularly’ includes:
a) Working for a taxi company that is not based in the district, or
b) Working for a private hire operator that is not licensed by this council, or
c) Has come to the attention of the Council by way of complaint, or
d) Any other information that the hackney carriage is operating outside of the 
district on a regular basis.

(6) The Policy of the Council on the Intended use and licensing of hackney carriages 
states at Appendix X;

The Licensing Authority wishes to ensure that applications for the grant of hackney 
carriage licences are determined in accordance with the guidance given by the 
High Court in its judgement, and the declaration made in the case of Newcastle 
City Council v Berwick upon Tweed Council (2008)

Note – The applicant was informed of his right to appeal to the Magistrates’ Court within 
21 days following notification of the Licensing Regulatory Sub-Committees decision.

The meeting ended at 3.00 p.m.


