
At a meeting of the Licensing Regulatory Panel held in Zoom Virtual Meeting on Friday 
11 December 2020 at 2.00 pm 
 
Members 
 
  
Councillor Allan Daniels Councillor Malcolm Grainger 
Councillor Daniel Horsley Councillor Alan Smith 
Councillor Will Wilkinson  
 
Apologies for absence were received from  Councillor Ron Munby MBE 
 
Staff Present 
 
D Fletcher, L Jardine and J Morgan 
 
 
246. Election of Chair  

 
Councillor Malcolm Grainger was elected Chair for the ensuing meeting. 
 

247. Declaration of Interests  
 
5. To consider an application to grant a Hackney Carriage Drivers Licence. 
 Jill Morgan; Other Interest; Professional involvement with the prosecution 
involving the applicant. 
 

248. Questions  
 
None received 
 

249. The Chair moved:  
 
That under Section 100A (4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the public be 
excluded from the meeting for the following items on the grounds that they may 
involve the likely disclosure of exempt information as defined in paragraph 1 of 
part 1 of Schedule 12A of the Act. 
 

250. To consider an application to grant a Hackney Carriage Drivers Licence  
 
The Licensing and Compliance Officer submitted a report for the licensing 
regulatory panel to consider whether a person who has made an application for 
a hackney carriage driver’s licence is a fit and proper person to hold such 
licence. 
 
The applicant was in attendance. 
 
The officer’s recommendation was to refuse the licence on the grounds that the 
applicant is not a fit and proper person to hold a licence. 
 
The Licensing and Compliance Officer delivered the report to the panel.  
 



The applicant was a licensed driver with Allerdale Borough Council from 
September 2004 until his licence expired on 20 September 2019. The applicant 
attempted to renew the licence on 18 September 2019, however the previous 
DBS check had expired. The applicant was advised they had 28 days to submit 
the new DBS certificate. The certificate was presented in February 2021, as this 
was outside the 28 days timescales, a new application had to be made. 
 
The applicant was convicted of 6 counts of driving, standing or plying for hire 
contrary to s.45 Town Police Clauses Act 1847 on 13 October 2020. The 
applicant was fined £80.00, £35.00 surcharge, and £85.00 prosecution costs.  
 
The Relevance of Criminal Convictions Relating to the Determination of the 
Application to Grant or Renew a Hackney Carriage or Private Hire Driver’s 
Licence does not permit a licence to be granted in circumstances where an 
applicant has a conviction for hackney carriage offences in the 7 years prior. 
 
The applicant then provided their verbal representations, the applicant 
explained that they were convicted of 4 counts of driving, standing or plying for 
hire, and explained Covid-19 has had an impact on his application. 
 
Members then asked questions of the applicant in relation to the offences 
shown on the DBS certificate, the delay in making his application.  
 
In response to questions relating to the applicants driving history, the applicant 
advised the panel they have 9 current penalty points on their driving licence. 
Due to this, and if members resolve to proceed with the application the 
applicant will need to attend a further panel meeting, before any licence can be 
granted. 
 
The Licensing and Compliance Officer and the applicant left the meeting while 
the panel considered the application. 
 
Members considered the application, the officer’s report, the representations 
from the applicant, the references provided by the applicant and advice from 
officers. The Panel also considered all relevant legislation and the Council’s 
policy on the relevance of criminal convictions. 
 
Councillor Daniels moved the motion to refuse to grant the Hackney Carriage 
driver licence  
 
The motion was seconded by Councillor Wilkinson 
 
A vote was taken on the motion 5 voted in favour, 0 against and 0 abstentions. 
 
The motion was carried. 
 
Decision/Reasons 
 

The Licensing Regulatory Panel considered the application, officer’s report, the 
representation from the applicant and advice from officers. The Panel also 
considered all relevant legislation and the Council’s policy on the relevance of 
criminal convictions.  



 
The licensing panel decided to: 
 
Refuse to grant the licence on the basis that it is not satisfied that the applicant 
is a fit and proper person to hold a driver’s licence under section 59(1)(a)(i) of 
the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 and in accordance 
with the officer’s recommendation.   

 

This application came before the panel as per the Council’s policy on the 
relevance of criminal convictions, given that the applicant has a conviction for 
four counts of driving, standing or plying for hire contrary to section 45 Town 
Police Clauses Act 1847 and an historic indecency offence from 1978.   
 
The Panel notes that the applicant confirmed that he had nine current penalty 
points on his driving licence – six for no insurance which were confirmed by the 
Legal and Licensing Manager and a further three for speeding, which were 
admitted by the applicant during the hearing.  The panel does however 
understand that a further licence check would be required to confirm the 
speeding points.  Whilst the information about the three points for speeding had 
not been presented to the panel and would require consideration at a further 
hearing, it notes that the policy states that an application must be referred to the 
panel where an applicant has seven or more penalty points. 
 
The overriding objective is to protect the safety of the public.  The panel 
considered the pattern of driving offences, and the historic indecency offence.  It 
also notes the existence of nine penalty points on the applicant’s licence.   
 
The panel notes that no remorse was shown for the offences nor was any 
mitigation or evidence of exceptional circumstances apparent, which would 
persuade it to grant the licence outside of the criminal convictions policy. 
 
In making its decision, the Panel listened to the applicant’s representations and 
the information he provided.  The panel sought to balance the applicant’s 
interests against the overriding objective to protect the safety of the public.  
 
If the applicant is aggrieved by the decision, they have the right to appeal to the 
Magistrates Court within 21 days of receiving written notification of the decision. 
 

The meeting closed at 3.00 pm 
 


