Public Document Pack

7= NORTH
@Y@RKSHME
COUNCIL

Meeting held in private:  Environment Directorate -
Corporate Director & Executive
Member for Managing our
Environment

To: Councillor Richard Foster.
Date: Friday, 27 March 2026
Time: 9.00 am

Venue: Via Microsoft Teams

These meetings are private meetings. The agenda and papers for the meeting have been
published for the purposes of openness and transparency. If a member of the public or press
wishes to attend these meetings where there are extenuating circumstances, then they can
request to do so via Maureen Wilson. Each request will be considered on its own merits.

AGENDA

Items for Corporate Director Decision

1. Review of Fees and Charges — Hackney Carriage and Private Hire  (Pages 3 - 146)
Licences
Barry Khan

Assistant Chief Executive
(Legal and Democratic Services)

County Hall
Northallerton

maureen.wilson@northyorks.gov.uk

Thursday, 19 March 2026

Enquiries relating to this agenda please contact I\/Bureen Wilson — maureen.wilson@northyorks.gov.uk

Website: www.northyorks.gov.uk age 1
OFFICIAL



http://www.northyorks.gov.uk/
mailto:maureen.wilson@northyorks.gov.uk

This page is intentionally left blank



Agenda ltem 1

North Yorkshire Council

Environment Executive Members

Review of Fees and Charges — Hackney Carriage and Private Hire Licences

27 March 2026

Report of the Assistant Director — Regulation and Harbours

1.0

11

PURPOSE OF REPORT

The purpose of this report is to present the Corporate Director - Environment, in
consultation with the Executive Member for Managing our Environment, with a proposal for
the review of all fees and charges relating to the Council’'s hackney carriage and private
hire licensing functions.

2.0

2.1

2.2

2.3

24

3.0

3.1

3.2

3.3

BACKGROUND

In accordance with section 53 and section 70 of the Local Government (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1976, the Council may charge a reasonable fee with a view to recovering
costs relating to hackney carriage and private hire licences.

Licence fees should be calculated on a cost-recovery basis in order for the associated costs
of the service to be met by individuals and businesses benefiting from the licensed activity.
Any failure to recover costs in this regard would result in a subsidisation of private
enterprise at the expense of other services that the Council provides to its taxpayers.

The licensing authority cannot make a profit from licence fees. Any surplus or deficit must
be carried forward and taken into account for any future fee revisions.

Last year’s fee review resulted in the retention of the previous year’s fees on the basis that
increased salaries were offset by other relevant factors.

HACKNEY CARRIAGE AND PRIVATE HIRE LICENCE FEE REVIEW

On 23 January 2026, the Corporate Director considered a proposed variation to hackney
carriage and private hire licence fees. The proposed fees were calculated based on the
cost of delivering hackney carriage and private hire licensing functions in North Yorkshire
with due regard to the relevant legislation, case law and guidance. The fee review reflects
an increase in costs to administer some applications and a reduction in relation to others to
account for changes in personnel, salaries, overheads and operational service delivery. The
report and its accompanying documents are attached (Appendix A).

The Corporate Director subsequently approved the publication of a statutory notice in a local
newspaper setting out the proposed variation in accordance with section 70 of the Local
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976.

The public notice was published in the Yorkshire Post on 29 January 2026 and displayed at
Council offices across North Yorkshire for 28 days. A copy of the public notice is attached.
Details of the proposed variation were also sent directly to approximately 1700 licensed
drivers, proprietors and operators in North Yorkshire (Appendix B).
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The Council has received a total of 64 responses to the proposed variation of the licence
fees. The objections relate to the cost of living, increased costs relating to training for
licensed drivers, a decline in income, the decision to retain the current hackney carriage
fares, the Council’s service delivery and the expectation that local government
reorganisation would lead to savings for the trade. Anonymised details of the objections are
attached (Appendix C).

Licence fees are not calculated based on the income and expenditure of licence holders but
on the costs incurred by the Council in relation to the delivery of licensing functions. There
are legitimate expectations that local government reorganisation would reduce the total cost
burden on the Council and efficiency savings have been made to offset increased staffing
costs. The Licensing Team continues to explore opportunities to make efficiency savings
and any cost implications arising from streamlined services and personnel changes will
continue to be taken into account for future fee reviews.

In accordance with section 70 of the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act
1976, the Council must consider the objections and set a date (not later than 27 April 2026)
for the variation to come into force, with or without modification.

CONTRIBUTION TO COUNCIL PRIORITIES

The Council is committed to protecting communities, safeguarding children and ensuring
the safety and wellbeing of the public.

A regular review of licence fees is essential to ensure that the licensing regime is
adequately resourced to deliver its public protection functions. Effective delivery in this
regard also supports economic growth.

ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS CONSIDERED

The Council may consider modifying the proposed variation or retaining the existing licence
fees for a third successive year. However, any failure to recover costs permitted by statute
would require an unnecessary subsidisation of the hackney carriage and private hire
licensing regime at the expense of the Council’s taxpayers.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The fees have been calculated with a view to recovering all costs associated with the
applications concerned (where permitted by statute). The cost calculations are included
within the accompanying documents (Appendix A).

Any income received must only be used to fund service delivery relating to hackney
carriage and private hire licensing and therefore it must be emphasised that an increase in
fees will not lead to any additional revenue for the Council.

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

The legislative framework for setting hackney carriage and private hire licence fees has
been explored at sections 2 and 3 of this report, and (Appendix A).

In accordance with “R (on the application of Cummings) v Cardiff City Council [2014]
EWHC 2544 (Admin)”, the Council must separate its income when collecting licence fees
for different licence types to prevent cross-subsidy and the Council must not use licence
fees as an income-generating scheme. In the event of any surplus arising from income in
relation to a particular licence type, the surplus must be used to reduce the relevant fees
charged at the next review.
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In accordance with “Rehman (On Behalf of the Wakefield District Hackney Carriage and
Private Hire Association), R (On the Application Of) v The Local Government Association
[2019] EWCA Civ 21667, the cost of monitoring and enforcing the behaviour of licensed
drivers can be recovered as an ‘administration’ cost. However, the cost of enforcement
relating to unlicensed activities cannot be recovered through licence fees.

EQUALITIES IMPLICATIONS

On 21 February 2023, the Executive of North Yorkshire County Council resolved to waive
the fees relating to wheelchair accessible vehicles until such time as an Inclusive Service
Plan is completed, and any subsequent changes to the Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Licensing Policy are implemented.

This approach was intended to encourage the provision and retention of licensed
wheelchair accessible vehicles in North Yorkshire. The costs associated with applications in
respect of wheelchair accessible vehicles have been subsidised by the Council’s general
fund (not by other licence holders) since 01 April 2023.

The formulation of a new Inclusive Service Plan is underway with a view to identifying
potential methods of improving service provision for wheelchair users. Its recommendations
will be considered alongside the full review of the Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Licensing Policy.

The proposed review of licence fees recommends a continuation of existing arrangements,
including in relation to wheelchair accessible vehicles to make the necessary provision
while the policy review progresses. The Equalities Impact Screening document is included
within the accompanying documents (Appendix A).

CLIMATE CHANGE IMPLICATIONS

The fees are not considered to be at a level that would discourage the trade from investing
in high quality, low-emission vehicles. The Climate Impact Assessment is included within
the accompanying documents (Appendix A).

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

In accordance with the Council’'s Fees and Charges Policy, the default charging method is
to recover the full costs (including overheads, capital charges and recharges) with a view to
ensuring no element of subsidy from local taxpayers. The Policy is included within the
accompanying documents (Appendix A).

HM Treasury’s Managing Public Money publication promotes a standard approach to
calculating costs and setting charges. Annex 6.1 of the document explores how to calculate
the cost of public services. The relevant extract is included within the accompanying
documents (Appendix A).

The Local Government Association (LGA) has published guidance on locally set fees
(December 2023) setting out the legislation, case law and details of the costs that may be
recovered. The guidance is included within the accompanying documents (Appendix A).
REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS

The Council is expected to conduct regular reviews of licence fees to ensure that, where
statutory powers exist, the cost of the hackney carriage and private hire licensing regime is
recovered from applicants and licence holders.
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12.0 RECOMMENDATION

12.1 Itis recommended that the Corporate Director of Environment, in consultation with the
Executive Member for Managing our Environment, approves the proposed variation to
hackney carriage and private hire licence fees with or without modification effective from
01 April 2026.

APPENDICES:

Appendix A — Report to Corporate Director
Appendix B — Public notice

Appendix C — Objections to proposed variation

BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS:

Department for Transport’s Taxi and Private Hire Vehicle Licensing Best Practice Guidance
(November 2023)

Callum McKeon

Assistant Director Regulation and Harbours
County Hall

Northallerton

28 February 2025

Report Author: Simon Fisher, Licensing Service Development Lead; and
Gareth Bentley, Head of Licensing
Presenter of Report: Callum McKeon, Assistant Director, Regulation and Harbours
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Appendix A

North Yorkshire Council
Environment Executive Members
Review of Fees and Charges — General Licences
23 January 2026

Report of the Assistant Director — Regulation and Harbours

1.0

11

PURPOSE OF REPORT

The purpose of this report is to present the Corporate Director — Environment in
consultation with the Executive Member — Managing our Environment with a proposal for
the review of all fees and charges relating to the Council’'s animal welfare, scrap metal, sex
establishment, street trading and pavement licensing functions.

2.0

2.1

2.2

2.3

24

25

BACKGROUND

The Council may charge a reasonable fee to recover the costs associated with applications
and licences in accordance with the following provisions:

. Regulation 13 of The Animal Welfare (Licensing of Activities Involving Animals)
(England) Regulations 2018

Section 15 of the Zoo Licensing Act 1981

Section 1 of the Dangerous Wild Animals Act 1976

Regulation 13 of The Animal Welfare (Primate Licences) (England) Regulations 2024
Schedule 1(6) to the Scrap Metal Dealers Act 2013

Schedule 3(19) to the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1982
Schedule 4(9) to the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1982

Section 2(1A) of the Business and Planning Act 2020

In the case of scrap metal dealers, the Council must set its fees with due regard to any
guidance issued from time to time by the Secretary of State. In accordance with the
guidance published by the Home Office in this regard, each local authority must ensure that
the income from fees charged does not exceed the costs of providing the service.

Similar principles apply to fees and charges relating to animal welfare, sex establishments,
and pavement licences.

Licence fees should be calculated on a cost-recovery basis in order for the associated costs
of the service to be met by individuals and businesses benefiting from the licensed activity.
Any failure to recover costs in this regard would result in a subsidisation of private
enterprise at the expense of other services that the Council provides to its taxpayers.

The current fees relating to animal welfare, scrap metal, sex establishment, street trading
and pavement licensing functions are attached and it is proposed the proposals to take
effect from 01 April 2026. The proposed fees reflect an increase in some instances and a
reduction in others to account for changes in personnel, salaries, overheads and
operational service delivery (Appendix A).
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Appendix A

PROPOSED LICENCE FEE REVIEW

It is essential to a well-functioning licensing service that those administering and enforcing
the regime are well-resourced. Licensing authorities are expected to regularly review their
fees to reflect changes to costs.

The cost of the service is determined by several factors including staffing (salaries, along
with National Insurance and pension contributions), accommaodation, utilities, IT support,
legal costs, software, insurance, printing and postage. The licence fee for each application
is then dependent on several other factors including, where applicable, the time spent on
administration, inspections, complaints, compliance checks, committees and consultations.

The costs associated with animal welfare, scrap metal, sex establishment, street trading
and pavement licensing functions in North Yorkshire have been calculated with due regard
to the relevant legislation, case law and guidance, accounting for changes in personnel,
salaries, overheads and operational service delivery. The relevant cost calculations are
attached (Appendix B).

Prior to local government reorganisation in North Yorkshire, the seven district licensing
authorities operated different street trading regimes, the cost of which was recovered from
permit holders in accordance with district authority calculations. The different regimes for
street trading remain in place at present and therefore it is proposed to apply an overall
3.4% increase to account for salaries and overheads. It has not been possible to harmonise
street trading fees throughout North Yorkshire at this stage because this would require a full
review of policy and other licensing arrangements, which may have a significant impact on
the existing businesses. A harmonised street trading regime will be implemented in due
course, at which point, the fees will be reviewed accordingly.

Fees for premises licences issued under the Gambling Act 2005 are already at the
maximum fee permitted by regulations and are therefore not considered as part of this
review.

CONTRIBUTION TO COUNCIL PRIORITIES

The Council is committed to protecting communities, safeguarding children and ensuring
the safety and wellbeing of the public.

A regular review of licence fees is essential to ensure that the licensing regime is
adequately resourced to deliver its public protection functions. Effective delivery in this
regard also supports economic growth.

ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS CONSIDERED

The Council may consider retaining the existing licence fees. However, any failure to
recover costs permitted by statute would require an unnecessary subsidisation of the
licensing regime at the expense of the Council’s taxpayers.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The proposed fees have been calculated with a view to recovering all costs associated with
the applications concerned (where permitted by statute).

Any income received must only be used to fund service delivery relating to the relevant

licensing functions and therefore it must be emphasised that a review of the fees will not
lead to any additional revenue for the Council.
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Appendix A

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

The legislative framework for setting licence fees has been explored at paragraph 2.1 of
this report.

In accordance with regulation 18(4) of the Provision of Services Regulations 2009, any
relevant charges which applicants may incur under an authorisation scheme must be
reasonable and proportionate to the cost of the procedures and formalities under the
scheme and must not exceed the cost of those procedures and formalities.

In accordance with R (on the application of Cummings) v Cardiff City Council [2014] EWHC
2544 (Admin), the Council must not use licence fees as an income-generating scheme. In
the event of any surplus arising from income in relation to a particular licence type, the
surplus must be used to reduce the relevant fees charged at the next review.

EQUALITIES IMPLICATIONS

No equalities implications have been identified in the proposed review of licence fees
(Appendix C).

CLIMATE CHANGE IMPLICATIONS

No climate change implications have been identified in the proposed review of licence fees
(Appendix D).

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

In accordance with the Council’s Fees and Charges Policy, the default charging method is
to recover the full costs (including overheads, capital charges and recharges) with a view to
ensuring no element of subsidy from local taxpayers. The Policy is attached (Appendix E).

HM Treasury’s Managing Public Money publication promotes a standard approach to
calculating costs and setting charges. Annex 6.1 of the document explores how to calculate
the cost of public services. The relevant extract is attached (Appendix F).

The Local Government Association (LGA) has published guidance on locally set fees
(December 2023) setting out the legislation, case law and details of the costs that may be
recovered. The guidance is attached (Appendix G).

The Home Office has published guidance outlining the costs that can be charged in relation
to scrap metal licence fees. The guidance is attached (Appendix H).

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS
The Council is expected to conduct regular reviews of licence fees to ensure that, where

statutory powers exist, the cost of the licensing regime is recovered from applicants and
licence holders.

12.0 RECOMMENDATION

12.1 That the Corporate Director — Environment in consultation with Executive Member —

Managing our Environment approve the proposed variation to fees and charges relating
to the Council’s animal welfare, scrap metal, sex establishment, street trading and
pavement licensing functions, with or without amendments effective from

01 April 2026.
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APPENDICES:

Appendix A — Current licence fees and proposed licence fees

Appendix B — Cost calculations

Appendix C — Equalities Impact Screening

Appendix D — Climate Impact Assessment

Appendix E — North Yorkshire Council’s Fees and Charges Policy
Appendix F — Extract from ‘Managing Public Money’ (HM Treasury)
Appendix G — Local Government Association guidance on locally set fees
Appendix H — Home Office guidance on scrap metal licence fees

BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS: None

Callum McKeon

Assistant Director — Regulation and Harbours
County Hall

Northallerton

Report Author: Simon Fisher, Licensing Service Development Lead; and

Gareth Bentley, Head of Licensing
Presenter of Report: Callum McKeon, Assistant Director, Regulation and Harbours
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Current and Proposed Fees

Appendix A
Appendix A

Current fee | Proposed fee | % increase
Activities involving animals
1-year licence £340 £355 4.41%
2-year licence £370 £385 4.05%
3-year licence £435 £455 4.60%
Variation/re-rating £210 £215 2.38%
Minor variation £70 £65 -7.14%
Dangerous wild animals
New licence (up to 1 year) £350 £360 2.86%
Renewal (2 years) £350 £360 2.86%
Variation £175 £185 5.71%
Z00S
New licence (4 years) £1,040 £1,080 3.85%
Renewal (6 years) £1,275 £1,320 3.53%
Variation £275 £290 5.45%
Transfer £205 £215 4.88%
Primates
New or renewal licence (3 years) £440 £455 3.41%
Variation £170 £180 5.88%
Scrap metal
Site licence — new or renewal £450 £465 3.33%
[Per additional site] £90 £90 0.00%
Collector licence — new or renewal £350 £360 2.86%
Change of site £150 £150 0.00%
Change of site manager £50 £45 -10.00%
Variation — site to collector £50 £45 -10.00%
Variation — collector to site £150 £150 0.00%
[Per additional site] £90 £90 0.00%
Change of details £40 £45 12.50%
Sex establishments
New licence or renewal £3,765 £3,900 3.59%
Variation £1,110 £1,185 6.76%
Transfer £325 £345 6.15%
Pavement licences
New licence £400 £415 3.75%
Renewal £305 £320 4.92%
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Appendix A

Appendix A
Proposed
Current fee | fee % increase
Street trading
Hambleton
12 months £420 £435 3.57%
Up to 4 weeks £90 £95 5.56%
Harrogate
Street trading consent
1 day £120 £125 4.17%
1 week £160 £165 3.13%
Street market events
Up to 20 stalls (cost per metre frontage per
day) £45 £45 0.00%
20 to 50 stalls £1,300 £1,350 3.85%
51 to 100 stalls £1,900 £1,950 2.63%
100+ stalls £2,600 £2,700 3.85%
Scarborough
12 months (new) £800 £825 3.13%
12 months (renewal) £500 £520 4.00%
6 months £520 £540 3.85%
3 months £325 £335 3.08%
Commercial sale of a vehicle (cost per
vehicle) £30 £30 0.00%
Car boot sales with free access (cost per
event) £60 £60 0.00%
Commercial events (daily cost per trader) £30 £30 0.00%
Selby
12 months (non-food) £900 £900 0.00%
12 months (food) £1,800 £1,800 0.00%
1 day (non-food) £35 £40 14.29%
1 day (food) £80 £85 6.25%

Note: Street trading is not currently regulated in the Craven, Richmondshire or Ryedale

regions.
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Appendix A

Appendix B
Cost Calculations
All licences
Officer hourly rates
NYC Role Awvg FTE salary NI Pension | Owerhead Support | Hourly Rate
Head of Service £64,832.00 |£8,974.80|£11,99392 £27,877.76 £59.08
Licensing Manager £51,630.25 |£6,99454| £9,551.60 £22 201.01 £46.97
Senior Licensing Officer £45091.00 |£6,013.65| £58,341.84 £19,389.13 £40.97
Licensing Enforcement Officer £41 182 .00 |£5427 30| £7,618.67 £17,708.26 £37 39
Technical Licensing Officer £32 53583 |£4,13007| £6,018.76 £15,989.55 £29 46
Activities involving animals
Annual costs
Total (hours)
HOS LM SLO LEC TLO
senvice development 10 20 10 Bl 30
Data protection and Fol requests 0 0 10 30 30
Training and research 10 20 10 150 30
Complaints and investigations 20 10 150 20
staff (performance, meetings etc) 10 10 30 30
Total time (minutes)
Total time (hours) 30.00 70.00 50.00 420,00 14000
Total cost (£) £1 77253 | £3, 288 16 (£2 048 74 | £15 70534 | £4, 123 76
Active licences 400
Total annual cost per licence (443 | £822 | £5a2 | £39.26 | £1031
£67.34
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Appendix A

Appendix B
Activities involving animals
Processing costs (1 of 2)

One year
Mew or renewal application LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20,00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 15.00
Inspection and report 0.00 10.00 360.00 0.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 10.00 10.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 25.00 390.00 &0.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £17.07 £243.03 £20.46
Annual costs (£) fe67.34
Total cost (£) £356.90

Two years
Mew or renewal application LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 15.00
Inspection and report 0.00 10.00 300.00 0.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 10.00 10.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 25.00 330.00 &0.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £17.07 £205.64 £20.46
Annual costs (£) £134 68
Total cost (£) £386.85

Three years
Mew or renewal application LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 15.00
Inspection and report 0.00 10.00 300.00 0.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 10.00 10.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 25.00 330.00 60.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £17.07 £205.64 £20.46
Annual costs (£) £202.02
Total cost (£) £454.19
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Appendix A

Appendix B

Activities involving animals

Processing costs (2 of 2)
Re-rating LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 5.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 20,00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
Inspection and report 0.00 0.00 240 00 0.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 10.00 10.00
Total time {minutes) 0.00 15.00 280.00 &0.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £10.24 £174.48 £29.46
Total cost (£) £214.18
Variation LM SLO LEC TLO
Receiving application {appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 5.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 20,00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
Inspection and report 0.00 0.00 240.00 0.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 10.00 10.00
Total time {minutes) 0.00 15.00 280.00 &0.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £10.24 £174.48 £29.46
Total cost (£) £214,18
Minor variation LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 5.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 20,00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
Issue licences etc (.00 5.00 10.00 10.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 15.00 40.00 &0.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £10.24 £24.93 £29.46
Total cost (£) £64.63

Dangerous wild animals

Annual costs

Total (minutes)
HOS LM SLO LEC TLO
Senvice development 0 50 30 30 0
Data protection and Fol requests ] 0 15 ] 100
Training and research 20 &0 &0 &0 50
staff (performance, meetings etc) 15 30 30 30 30
Total time [minutes) 35 120 135 120 160
Total time (hours) 0.58 2.00 2.25 2.00 2.67
Total cost (£) £34.47 £93.95 £92 19 £7478 £78.55
Active licences 3
Total annual cost per licence £11.49 £31.32 | £3073 | £2493 | £26.18
£124.64
Page 1%
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Appendix A

Appendix B
Dangerous wild animals
Processing costs
Up to one year

New Application LM SLO LED TLD
Receiving application [appointments, photocopies etc) 0.0 .00 500 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 0.0D 5.00 10.00
Inzpection 000 0.00 300.00 0.00
|=sue licences etc 000 000 0,00 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.0 10.00 320.00 65.00
Time cost [£) £0.00 £6.83 £199.41 £31.91
Annual costs [£) £124 g4
Total cost [£) £362.79

Two years
Renewal Application LM SLO LEQ TLO
Receiving application [appointments, photocopies etc) 0.0 .00 500 10.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 500 10.00
Data entry 0.00 0.0D 5.00 5.00
Inzpection 000 0.00 120,00 0.00
|=sue licences etc 000 000 0,00 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.0 10.00 135.00 40.00
Time cost (£} £0.00 £6.83 £34.13 £19.64
Annual costs [£) £249 29
Total cost [£) £359.88
Variation LM SLO LED TLD
Receiving application [appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 500 10.00
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0.0 .00 500 10.00
Data entry 0.00 0.0D 5.00 10.00
Inspection 000 0.00 240.00 0.00
I=zue licences etc 0.00 0.00 0,00 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 10.00 255.00 45.00
Time cost (£} £0.00 £6.83 £158.90 £22.09
Total cost [£) £137.82
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Appendix A

Appendix B
Z00s
Annual costs
Total {minutes)
HOS LIV SLO LEC TLO
Service development 30 B0 30 30 30
Data protection and Fol requests 0 30 30 0 30
Training and research 30 B0 =] =1 B0
Staff (performance, meetings etc) 15 30 30 30 30
Total time (minutes) 75 180 150 120 150
Total time (hours) 135 5.00 250 2.00 250
Total cost (£) £73.86 £140.92 £102 44 £7478 £73.64
Active licences 10
Total annual cost per licence £739 | 1409 | f1024 | £748 | £736
£46.56
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Appendix A

Appendix B
Z00s
Processing costs

Four years
Mew Application LM SLO LEC TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 10.00 10.00 20,00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 20.00
Inspections x4 0.00 0.00 1320.00 0.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 25.00 1350.00 75.00
Time cost (£) £0,00 £17.07 £841.25 £36.82
Annual costs (£) f£1B6.25
Total cost (£) £1,081.39

Sin years
Renewal application LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 10.00 10.00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
Inspections x6 0.00 5.00 1560.00 0.00
Izssue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.0 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 30.00 1590.00 65.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £20.49 £990.81 £31.91
Annual costs (£) £279 38
Total cost (£) £1,322.58
Variation application L SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 10.00 10.00 20,00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
Inspections 0.00 0.00 360.00 0.00
Izssue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.0 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 25.00 390.00 65.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £17.07 £243.03 £31.91
Total cost (£) £292.01
Transfer application LM SLO LED TLD
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 10.00 10.00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
Inspections 0.00 0.00 240.00 0.0
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.0 15.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 25.00 270.00 65.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £17.07 £168.25 £31.91
Total cost (£) £217.23
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Primates
Annual costs
Total {minutes)
HOS LI SLO LED TLO
Service development 15 30 15 0 0
Data protection and Fol requests 0 0 15 0 &0
Training and research 15 30 30 30 30
Staff [performance, meetings etc) 15 15 15 15 15
Total time [minutes) 45 75 75 45 105
Total time (hours) 075 135 135 075 175
Total cost (£) £44 31 £58.72 £51.22 £2B.04 £51.55
Active licences 3
Total annual cost per licence £1477 | f1957 | £7o7 | 935 | £17.18
£77.95
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Appendix B
Primates
Processing costs
Three years
Mew or Renewal Application LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 10.00 10.00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 20.00
Inspections 0.00 0.00 240.00 0.00
Izsue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 25.00 270.00 75.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £17.07 £168.25 £36.82
Annual costs (£) £233 .84
Total cost (£) £455,098
Variation application LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application [appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 10.00 10.00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
Inspections 0.00 0.00 180.00 0.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 25.00 210.00 65.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £17.07 £130.86 £31.91
Total cost (£) £179.84
Scrap metal dealers
Annual costs
Total {minutes)
HOS LM SLO LEC TLO
Service development 90 240 240 300 300
Data protection, Fol requests 0 0 30 0 120
Complaints and investigations 0 480 480 5000 500
Training and research B0 240 240 300 300
Staff (performance, meetings 2tc) &0 240 240 300 300
Total time {minutes) 210 1200 1230 3500 1320
Total time (hours) 3.50 20.00 20.50 65.00 22.00
Total cost [£) £206.80 £930 47 £830 08 £2,430 28 64802
Active licences 50
Total annual cost per licence £414 | £1879 | £1680 | 4861 | £12.96
£101.29
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Scrap metal dealers
Processing costs (1 of 2)
Three years

Site licence (grant or renewal) LIV SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 0.00 5.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 15.00
Inspection 0.00 0.00 180.00 0.00
Issue licences et (.00 5.00 0.00 10.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 10.00 200.00 &0.00
Time cost [£) £0.00 £6.83 £124.63 £29.46
Annual costs [£) £303.87

Total cost (£) £464.79

Additional site (where applicable)

Inspection 0.00 0.00 150.00 0.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 0.00 150.00 0.00
Time cost [£) £0.00 £0.00 £93.47 £0.00
Total cost (£) £93.47

Change of site LW SLO LEC TLO
Receiving application [appointments, photocopies eto) 0.00 0.00 5.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
Inspection (.00 0.00 180.00 0.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 0.00 10.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 10.00 195.00 50.00
Time cost [£) £0.00 £6.83 £121.51 £24.55
Total cost (£) £152.89

Change of site manager L SLO LED TLO
Receiving application [appointments, photocopies eto) 0.00 0.00 5.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
Issue licences et (.00 5.00 0.00 10.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 10.00 20.00 55.00
Time cost [£) £0.00 £6.83 £12.46 £27.00
Total cost (£) £46.29
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Scrap metal dealers
Processing costs (2 of 2)
Three years
Collector licence (grant or renewal) LV SLO LEQ TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 0.00 5.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 15.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 10.00 25.00 65.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £6.83 £15.58 £31.91
Annual costs (£) £305.87
Total cost (£) £358.19
Variation (collector to site) LW SLOD LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.0 0.00 5.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
Inspection 0.00 0.00 180.00 0.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 0.00 10.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 10.00 195.00 50.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £6.83 £121.51 £24.55
Total cost (£) £152.89
Additional site (where applicable)
Inspection 0.00 0.00 150.00 0.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 0.00 150.00 0.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £0.00 £93.47 £0.00
Total cost (£) £93.47
Variation (site to collector) L1 SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies eto) 0.00 0.00 5.00 20.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 10.00 20,00 55.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £6.83 £12.46 £27.00
Total cost (£) £46.29
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Sex establishments
Annual costs
Total (minutes)
HOS LM S5LO LED TLO
Policy and service development 120 240 30 30 30
Data protection and Fol requests 0 0 30 1] o0
Enforcement, complaints and investigations 90 120 60 480 50
Inspection [during licence period) 0 0 120 360 30
Training and research 90 360 240 600 600
Staff (performance, meetings etc) 30 B0 &0 90 o0
Total time {minutes) 330 BOOD 540 1560 B70
Total time (hours) 5.50 13.33 9.00 26.00 1450
Total cost (£) £324.96 £626.32 £368.77 £972.11 £427.10
Active licences 1
Total annual cost per licence £32496 | £62632 | £368.97 | £972.11 | £427.10
£2,719.27
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Sex establishments
Processing costs
One year
Mew or Renewal Application L SLO LECK TLO
Receiving application [appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 10.00 20,00 30.00
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0.00 10.00 20.00 20.00
Diata entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Inzpection 0.00 &0.00 360.00 30.00
Committee hearings and appeals (on initial application only) 60000 240,00 240.00 &0.00
Izzue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Total time [minutes) &00.00 330,00 650.00 170,00
Time cost (£} £469.74 £225.36 £405.05 £33.46
Annual costs (E) £2 719.27
Total cost (£) £3,902.87
Variation LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application [(appointments, photocopies etc) 0.0 10,00 20,00 30.00
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0.0 10040 20,00 30.00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Inzpection 0.00 50.00 360.00 30.00
Committee hearings and appeals (on initial application only) &00.00 240.00 240.00 &0.00
lzzue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Total time [minutes) 60000 330.00 650.00 130,00
Time cost (£} £469.74 £225.36 £405.05 £38.37
Total cost (E) £1,188.51
Transfer LM SLO LEQ® TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.0 500 10,00 20.00
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0.0 1000 10,00 20.00
Drata entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
Inzpection 0.00 60.00 360.00 30.00
lzzue licences etc 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Total time [minutes) 0.0 25.00 350.00 095.00
Time cost (£} £0.00 £58.05 £243.03 £d6.64
Total cost (£} £347.71
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Pavement licences
Annual costs
Total {minutes)
HOS LM SLO LED TLO
Policy and service development 120 480D 480 300 300
Data protection, Fol requests ] 15 30 ] o0
Complaints and investigations ] 480D 600 3000 300
Training and research &0 240 240 S0 S0
Enforcement and inspection ] 120 360 1200 0
Procedures, forms, guidance and website &0 240 240 S0 S0
Staff ([performance, meetings etc) &0 240 240 300 300
Total time {minutes) 300 1815 2130 5400 1580
Total time (hours) 5.00 30.25 36.50 90.00 26.50
Total cost [£) £2095.437 £1,420.95 £1,4495 58 £3,365.00 £780.57
Active licences 60
Total annual cost per licence £492 | £2368 | £2493 | #5608 | £13.m
£1722.63
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Pavement licences
Processing costs
Twao years

Pavement licence [grant) LM SLO LEQ TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 0.00 5.00 50.00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 30.00
Consultation 0.00 15.00 30.00 30.00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Inspection on application (average) 0.00 0.00 90.00 0.00
Is=ue licences etc 0.00 5.00 0.00 10.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 30.00 145.00 120.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £20.49 £90.326 £58.91
Annual costs (£) £245 25

Total cost (£) £415.01

Pavement licence (renewal) LM SLO LEQ TLO
Receiving application (appointments, photocopies etc) 0.00 0.00 5.00 20,00
Processing application (validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 15.00
Consultation 0.00 15.00 15.00 15.00
Data entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 15.00
Issue licences etc 0.00 5.00 0.00 10.00
Total time (minutes) 0.00 25.00 35.00 75.00
Time cost (£) £0.00 £17.07 £21.81 £36.82
Annual costs (£) £245.25

Total cost (£) £320.95
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Initial equality impact assessment screening form

This form records an equality screening process to determine the relevance of equality to a
proposal, and a decision whether or not a full EIA would be appropriate or proportionate.

Directorate Environment

Service area Licensing

Proposal being screened Review of Fees and Charges — General Licences
Officer(s) carrying out screening Simon Fisher and Gareth Bentley

What are you proposing to do? The purpose of this report is to present a proposal

for the review of all fees and charges relating to the
Council’s animal welfare, scrap metal, sex
establishment, street trading and pavement
licensing functions.

Why are you proposing this? What are | To recover the cost of administering licences.
the desired outcomes?

Does the proposal involve a No.
significant commitment or removal of
resources? Please give details.

Impact on people with any of the following protected characteristics as defined by the

Equality Act 2010, or NYC’s additional agreed characteristics

As part of this assessment, please consider the following questions:

e To what extent is this service used by particular groups of people with protected
characteristics?

¢ Does the proposal relate to functions that previous consultation has identified as important?

¢ Do different groups have different needs or experiences in the area the proposal relates to?

If for any characteristic it is considered that there is likely to be an adverse impact or you
have ticked ‘Don’t know/no info available’, then a full EIA should be carried out where this
is proportionate. You are advised to speak to your directorate representative for advice if
you are in any doubt.

Protected characteristic Potential for adverse impact | Don’t know/No
Yes NO info available

Age

Disability

Sex

Race

Sexual orientation

Gender reassignment

Religion or belief

Pregnancy or maternity

Marriage or civil partnership

People in rural areas

People on a low income

ANIANEENENENE VAN NENENENEN

Carer (unpaid family or friend)

AN

Are from the Armed Forces Community

Does the proposal relate to an area No. This report covers the setting of licence fees
where there are known only. Other policies cover El.
inequalities/probable impacts (for
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Appendix C
example, disabled people’s access to

public transport)? Please give details.

Will the proposal have a significant No.

effect on how other organisations

operate? (for example, partners,

funding criteria, etc.). Do any of these

organisations support people with

protected characteristics? Please

explain why you have reached this

conclusion.

Decision (Please tick one option) EIA not Continue to full
relevant or v EIA:
proportionate:

Reason for decision

Signed (Assistant Director or Callum McKeon

equivalent)

Date 12/01/2026
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Initial Climate Change Impact Assessment (Form created August 2021)

The intention of this document is to help the council to gain an initial understanding of the impact of a project or decision on the environment. This
document should be completed in consultation with the supporting guidance. Dependent on this initial assessment you may need to go on to
complete a full Climate Change Impact Assessment. The final document will be published as part of the decision-making process.

If you have any additional queries, which are not covered by the guidance please email climatechange@northyorks.gov.uk

Title of proposal

Review of Fees and Charges — General Licences

Brief description of proposal

The purpose of this report is to present a proposal for the review of all fees and charges relating to the
Council’s animal welfare, scrap metal, sex establishment, street trading and pavement licensing functions.

Directorate

Environment

involved in carrying out the impact
assessment

Service area Licensing
Lead officer Simon Fisher and Gareth Bentley
Names and roles of other people None
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The chart below contains the main environmental factors to consider in your initial assessment — choose the appropriate option from the drop-down

list for each one.

Remember to think about the following.

Travel

Construction

Data storage

Use of buildings

Change of land use

Opportunities for recycling and reuse

Environmental factor to consider

For the council

For the county

Overall

Greenhouse gas emissions

No effect on emissions

No Effect on emissions

No effect on emissions

Waste

No effect on waste

No effect on waste

No effect on waste

Water use

No effect on water
usage

No effect on water
usage

No effect on water usage

Pollution (air, land, water, noise, light)

No effect on pollution

No effect on pollution

No effect on pollution

og abed

etc)

Resilience to adverse weather/climate events (flooding, drought No effect on resilience

No effect on resilience

No effect on resilience

Ecological effects (biodiversity, loss of habitat etc)

No effect on ecology

No effect on ecology

No effect on ecology

Heritage and landscape

No effect on heritage
and landscape

No effect on heritage
and landscape

No effect on heritage and
landscape

If any of these factors are likely to result in a negative or positive environmental impact then a full climate change impact assessment will be required.
It is important that we capture information about both positive and negative impacts to aid the council in calculating its carbon footprint and

environmental impact.

Decision (Please tick one option)

Full CCIA not N
relevant or
proportionate:

Continue to full
CCIA:

Reason for decision

This report only sets fees for licences. Individual operating licensing policies are agreed
separately. These are where climate change impact considerations are made.

Signed (Assistant Director or equivalent)

Callum McKeon

Date

12/01/2026
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North Yorkshire Council

Fees & Charges Policy

Introduction and Context

Income generation is an important part of the Council’s overall resources. Fees and charges
can help to achieve income to support frontline service delivery and future investment, can
influence customer behaviour and can help to ensure the council’s policy objectives are
achieved.

In total in 22/23 the former 8 councils in North Yorkshire expect to generate £113m from
discretionary fees and charges - 11% of total income budgeted for the year. An effective Fees
and Charges Policy will help to maximise income raised and lower the burden to Council Tax
payers of providing various council services, instead ensuring that where appropriate, it is
the direct users of these services that are paying towards the costs of these services.

The principle aims of this Fees and Charges Policy are to support future budget setting and
medium-term financial planning processes and to provide a framework for the Council’s
approach to charging for services.

With this in mind, this Policy has been developed, to provide Service Managers with a
centralised framework to consider when reviewing their fees and charges, helping to ensure
a consistent approach across the Council.

Scope
This Policy applies to:

¢ Non-Discretionary (Statutory) Services that a Local Authority is mandated, or has a duty
to provide, where charging is permissible in the legislation;

e Discretionary Services that a Local Authority has the power, but is not obliged, to provide
and may cost recover for providing such services.

This Policy does not apply to:

e Any service where there is no ability to cost recover (charge) for such services;

e Council Tax and Business Rates — local taxation charges are covered by separate
legislation;

e Fees and Charges that are set in statute and regulations, for example, Planning
Application Fees;

e Services that are free of charge at the point of delivery, under legislation, for example
domestic general waste collection;

e Contributions to the cost of care, as defined by social care legislation;

e Housing Revenue Account (HRA) housing rents — a separate HRA rents policy covers
these particular charges;

e Services traded through North Yorkshire Education Services (NYES) and

o Wholly controlled companies — as separate legal entities (within the NYC Group) fees
and charges are set separately in accordance with their approved objectives, business
plans and governance arrangements.

Roles and Responsibilities
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Within the Council’s Constitution, Directors are responsible for establishing and reviewing
fees and charges for their directorate in accordance with this corporate policy framework, the
legal framework which enables such charges and the approved budget envelope.

The Corporate Director of Resources is responsible for reviewing this policy and providing
advice and guidance for its implementation.

Objectives

With the ever-increasing budget pressures facing the public sector, it is important for the
Council to increase resilience and independence wherever possible. One of the main areas
this can be explored through is Fees and Charges.

In line with the Council’s savings requirements and commercial stance, it is vital to regularly
review the continuing provision of those discretionary services where the council is unable,
or unwilling, to recover the full costs of service. It is also important to ensure that where there
is an opportunity to introduce new fees and charges, this opportunity is investigated fully to
understand the implications of doing so.

The Fees and Charges Policy therefore has the following objectives:
Maximising consistency across services:

As part of local government reorganisation, there is a need to move towards a consistent
approach to fees and charges to ensure charges reflect service costs and are fair across the
whole of North Yorkshire. This Policy acknowledges that there will be different fees and
charges in operation across North Yorkshire as services work towards single operating
models. This Policy does not specify if, when or how the various fees and charges across all
8 former councils should be harmonised but as services are brought together, it provides a
unified set of principles for services to follow.

Any departure from the agreed Policy should be clearly documented and clearly explained.
A corporate list of fees and charges is maintained by Finance and will allow Directors and
Service Managers to record when a charge was last reviewed and what was considered. To
assist with this process, a Fees and Charges calculation tool/guidance has been developed.
(Link to Intranet)

Ensuring Fees and Charges are robust and up to date:

All fees and charges are to be reviewed on an annual basis. Whilst it is acknowledged that a
full review of each fee and charge implemented by the Council is not practicable each
financial year, it is considered that as a minimum the fees and charges already charged by
the Council are to be adjusted in line with inflation each year. This will ensure that any
inflationary change to the costs of providing a service will be matched by a corresponding
change to the charge made for the service. The inflation rate to be applied each year will be
notified by the Corporate Director of Resources as part of the budget setting process. All fees
and charges must be subject to a detailed review at least every 3 years.

Ensuring that Fees and Charges are clearly understood:

As part of the review of Fees and Charges, the cost of providing each service, and any
legislation pertaining to this service, is to be considered. As services start to work together
under local government reorganisation and budgets are re-worked, services will be better
placed to understand the costs of providing services and will help inform future decisions
around fees and charges. The Fees and Charges calculation tool will allow Directors and
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Service Managers to calculate the cost of providing a service and record any relevant
legislation and store this information for future reference.

Maximising Council income:

When reviewing existing fees and charges, or when considering the implementation of a new
charge, the charge should be set at such a level as to maximise the income received by the
Council. Please see (Link to intrant) for further guidance on the approach to use when
determining a fee and charge.

Service income budgets will rise in line with inflation in each year. As budgeted income
targets are set to increase, it is important for fees and charges to be regularly reviewed and
updated to help in meeting this increased level of budgeted income.

It is also important to ensure that fees and charges are reflective of the council’s costs of
service provision, to ensure that services are not being inadvertently subsidised without a
positive decision to this effect.

Implementation
The following costing approach to fees and charges should be adopted:

¢ When introducing or reviewing a fee or charge, the Council will follow one of three
models set out below.

e As a general rule, Fees and Charges should be aimed towards full-cost recovery,
including an appropriate share of corporate and departmental overheads.

¢ If the Council is unable, or unwilling, to recover the full costs of providing a discretionary
service, then as part of the annual review, the continued provision of this service should
be considered along with the rationale of the charging policy adopted.

¢ When finalising the costs of each fee and charge, consideration should be given to any
wider implications of setting the charge at the proposed rate, to avoid any unintended
consequences.

Costing Model Objective Key Considerations
1. Full Cost To cover the full costs of This is the Council’s default
Recovery | delivering the service charging method;
ensuring no element of Charges should recover the full
subsidy from local costs, including overheads,
taxpayers. capital charges and recharges;
2. Cost Plus | To cover the full costs of In limited circumstances it may

delivering the service
plus a margin to
contribute to re-
investment in services.

be appropriate to add a margin
to full cost recovery, for example
to contribute to re-investment in
services where the income will
not generate a surplus or profit
against the service in totality.
Guidance from Finance should
be obtained before considering
such charges
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3. Subsidised | To cover all or part of - The level of subsidy should have
the costs of service regard to the full cost of service
delivery with support delivery and there should be a
from local taxpayers. clear and agreed rationale for
subsidy

Fees and Charges should be benchmarked against other local authorities to help identify
potential best practice. When appropriate to the Fee and Charge in question, benchmarking
against other relevant competitors in the market should also be undertaken.

Each Directorate is responsible for ensuring that their Fees and Charges are appropriately
monitored and up to date. Each Directorate’s list of Fees and Charges is to be overseen by
the Directorate’s lead Finance Business Partner.

Annual reviews should consider the following factors:

¢ Inflationary pressures, and when a flat rate uplift might not be the most appropriate
option due to specific changes to the cost-of-service delivery;

o Service-level budget targets, with the context of council-wide targets and advice from
lead Finance Business Partners;

e Cost of administration;

e Scope for new charging areas, this might be entirely new discretionary service to
deliver, or existing services that are currently not charged for;

¢ Demand/volume and sensitivity to price changes;

e Use stakeholder engagement and comparative data, where appropriate, to ensure
that charges do not adversely affect the take up of services or restrict access to
services (other than where this is a desirable outcome).

If a decision is taken to not increase some fees and charges the budget shortfall that this
creates will need to be bridged through other operational and cost savings. Conversely, if
charges are increased above inflation this can contribute to Directorate savings targets.

Service users should be given a reasonable period of notice before the introduction of new
or increased charges and there may be a requirement to consult.

To ensure cost effectiveness and efficiency when setting and amending charging levels, the
following are to be considered:

o The desirability of increasing the Council’s market share e.g., temporarily reducing a
fee or charge in order to stimulate demand for a service, leading to increased income
generation;

¢ Obstacles to maximising full cost recover when providing the service;

e Future investment required to improve or maintain the service;

o If full cost recovery would require a sudden and large uplift and may reduce market
share, it may be prudent to phase-in that price rise over a longer period with a
temporary agreed discount;

e The desirability of reducing the uptake of a given service, i.e., raising charges during
peak times.

Once the review of existing fees and charges has been completed, or any proposal for a new
fee or charge has been developed, these will need to pass through each Directorate’s agreed
approval process before implementation.
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Further guidance is available as part of the Fees and Charges Calculation Tool.

Regularity of Review

The Policy is to be reviewed every four years as a minimum and any required amendments
will be subject to approval of the Executive.
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Annex 6.1
How to calculate charges

This annex discusses how to calculate the cost of public services for which a fee is
charged.

Introducing a new or updated charge bearing
service

A6.1.1. Public sector organisations planning to set up or update a service for
which a fee may be charged shall ensure early engagement with Treasury.
Advice should be sought at the earliest opportunity if there are any variations on
the standard model. Proposed variations may be agreed in certain instances,
considering each on its merits. Each will need to be justified in the public interest
and on value for money grounds.

A6.1.2. Practical issues which organisations will need to consider when setting up
or refreshing a charge bearing service include: the definition of the service and
its rationale; the proposed financial objective (for instance, full cost recovery; 70%
of full cost plus a 30% public subsidy); how the service is to be delivered and
which organisation is to deliver it; whether the provider should retain any income
from charges; the proposed charging structure (for instance, a single service or
several sub-services). Organisations will also need to refer to the checklist in box
4.9 of factors to consider when planning policies and projects.

Measuring the full cost of a service

A6.1.3. With agreed exceptions, fees for services should generally be charged at
cost, sometimes with an explicit additional element to match the returns of
commercial competitors. So to set fees for public services it is essential to
calculate the cost of providing them accurately.

ABG.1.4. The main features to be taken into account in measuring the annual cost
of a service are set out in box AG.1A. Not everything in the list will apply to every

service and the list may not be exhaustive. It is important that the calculation is
comprehensive, including all relevant overheads and non-cash items.

A6G.1.5. So far as possible the calculation should use actual costs, where they are
known. For services just starting, there may be no alternative to using best
estimates, geared to estimated consumption patterns.

AG.1.6. Start-up costs which are capitalised in the accounts and the cost of fixed
capital items are scored in the accounts in full. These costs should be attributed
to the cost of the service as the depreciated value each year.

AG.1.7. Start-up costs which cannot be capitalised in the accounts are scored as
they are incurred. Such costs may be recovered through fees and charges by
spreading them over the first few years of service provision. It is also good
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practice to set fees to recover costs which cannot be capitalised in the accounts
and which have been incurred to improve efficiency and effectiveness so that
charges are lower or offer better value. This needs explicit Treasury agreement
and may require statutory backing.

A6.1.8. For services which are charged at different rates, the same procedure
should be used to set the different rates. That is, the cost of any premium service
should be objectively justifiable by its additional cost (e.g. where faster shipping
is offered); or conversely any discount should be justifiable by saving to the
supplier (e.g. using the internet rather than over the counter). Note, however,
that sometimes the legislation permits differential pricing unrelated to the
relative underlying costs — though even then there should be good policy reason
for the difference.

Box AG.JA: elements to cost in measuring fees

Accommodation, including capital charges for freehold properties
Fixtures and fittings

Maintenance, including cleaning

Utilities

Office equipment, including IT systems

Postage, printing, telecommunications

Total employment costs of those providing the service, including training

Overheads, e.g. (shares of) payroll, audit, top management costs, legal services,
etc

Raw materials and stocks

Research and development
Depreciation of start upstart-up and one-off capital items
Taxes: vat, council tax, stamp duty, etc
Capital charges

Notional or actual insurance premiums
Fees to sub-contractors

Distribution costs, including transport
Advertising

Bad debts

Compliance and monitoring costs

Provisions
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But not:
e Externalities imposed on society (e.g. costs from pollution and crime)
e Costs of policy work (other than policy on the executive delivery of the service)
e Enforcement costs92
e Replacement costs of items notionally insured

e Start-up costs (those which are capitalised in the accounts) and one-off capital
items

Financial objectives

A6.1.9. The standard approach to setting charges for public services (including
services supplied by one public sector organisation to another) is full cost
recovery. It normally means recovering the standard cost of capital, currently
3.5% in real terms. Some exceptions are noted in section 6.4.

A6.1.10. One other exception is commercial services, i.e. those services which
compete or may compete with private sector suppliers of similar services. These
should aim to recover full costs including a real rate of return in line with the
rates achieved by comparable businesses facing a similar level of risk. The normal
range of rates is 5-10% but rates as high as 15% may be appropriate for the very
highest risk businesses.

A6.1.11. Great care should be taken in pricing commercial services where public
sector suppliers have a natural dominant position. The market prices of
competitors will often be a good guide to the appropriate rate of return if there is
genuine competition in the market. Where there are limited numbers of buyers
and sellers in a market, it may be better to take other factors into account as well.
These might include past performance, the degree of risk in the underlying
activity and issues bearing on future performance.

Accidental surpluses and deficits

A6.1.12. Despite every effort to measure and forecast costs, surpluses and deficits
are bound to arise from time to time. Causes may include variations in demand,
in year cost changes, and so on. It is good practice to consider mid-year
adjustment to fee levels if this is feasible.

AG.1.13. It is also good practice to set fees to recover accumulated past deficits.
This may require statutory backing through a s102 order (see paragraph 6.3.3).

A6.1.14. Where significant surpluses have arisen, these should usually be refunded
to the payees at the earliest opportunity.

92 5ee HMT guidance on receipts
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/226421/PU1548_final.pdf
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o Have you received an email or call to take part in the LGA Perceptions

Survey? Find out more. (https://www.local.gov.uk/our-support/research-
and-data/have-you-been-approached-take-part-lga-perceptions-survey)

Local 18

Government

Association

LGA guidance on locally set licensing fees

This guidance aims to help councils to understand the full
breadth of issues that should be considered when setting local
licence fees in order to meet legal obligations and provide the
necessary reassurances to local businesses.

14 Dec 2023
10.74

Introduction

Councils are responsible for administering a range of licences and
approvals relating to both national legislation and discretionary functions
that are adopted locally. For the majority of these regimes the costs are
recovered through fees set by each council and paid by the licence
applicant. It is an accepted principle in relation to these functions that
those who benefit from the system (such as licence holders) should
cover the cost of it. Locally set fees are a vital means of ensuring both
that full costs can be recovered by each and every council, reducing the
risk of a subsidy from local taxpayers, and that businesses do not pay
more than they should.

Licensing decisions that are made by councils can face scrutiny from
businesses, the public and in the media, particularly in relation to fee
setting. Therefore, every council should ensure it sets fees in a legally
robust and transparent manner.

Page 8T

10f19


https://www.local.gov.uk/our-support/research-and-data/have-you-been-approached-take-part-lga-perceptions-survey
https://www.local.gov.uk/our-support/research-and-data/have-you-been-approached-take-part-lga-perceptions-survey
https://www.local.gov.uk/our-support/research-and-data/have-you-been-approached-take-part-lga-perceptions-survey
https://www.local.gov.uk/

Appendix A

This guidance aims to help councils to understand the full breadth of
issues that should be considered when setting local licence fees in
order to meet legal obligations and provide the necessary reassurances
to local businesses. It does not contain a fees calculator because this
assumes a uniformity of service design and associated costs, when it is
vital that councils are free to design services that best serve the needs
of their community and recover costs accordingly. Whilst this guidance
is focused primarily on licensing fees, the principles of good fee setting
apply equally to other fees set by council regulatory services (and
beyond) so officers working in those fields may also find this guidance
useful.

Key issues for consideration
Balancing the need for funding with a proportionate approach

Regulatory services are at the heart of councils’ approaches to
economic growth. Officers working in licensing, environmental health
and trading standards have regular interactions with businesses and
can therefore have an important role in helping them become
established and grow, at the same time as ensuring they adhere to
important safeguards.

To ensure that councils can promote growth and protect the public,
there is a need to ensure that licensing and wider regulatory regimes
are adequately resourced. This requires funding, and it is an accepted
principle that licensed activities should be paid for by those benefiting
from the licensed activity, rather than drawing on the public purse.

Where councils have the flexibility to set local fees, it is possible to
consider how resources can be focused on risk; whether business
support is effective; and how the burden of inspections can be removed
where it is not necessary. A streamlined approach to licensing will
ensure that fees are kept to a minimum and businesses can be
encouraged to prosper. However, councils should ensure they are
accurately setting their fees, including checking that the hourly rates of
licensing and other officers are correct and considering wider costs such
as administration or on-site costs, to enable full cost recovery.
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What are the Provision of Services Regulations 2009 and how do
they impact on locally set licence fees?

Whilst the detail of what may or may not be chargeable under a
licensing scheme is sometimes set out in individual pieces of legislation,
or is established through case law, councils need to be aware of and
comply with the Provision of Services Regulations 2009. These
Regulations have important implications for licence fee setting, and
there have been legal challenges to licensing fees based on the
Regulations in the past.

The Provision of Services Regulations protect UK businesses and
consumer rights by maintaining obligations on UK competent authorities
to ensure that their regulation of service activity through authorisation
schemes is proportionate, justified in the public interest and such
authorisation schemes are administered in a fair, accessible and
transparent way.

They were first introduced in 2009 and transposed the European Union
Services Directive 2006, which aimed to make it easier for businesses
to provide cross-border services with other European Economic Area
countries by lowering non-tariff barriers to trade. This included reducing
administrative and regulatory burdens on businesses providing a
service activity. The European Services Directive no longer applies to
UK law following the UK’s exit from the European Union. However, the
European Union (Withdrawal) Act 2018 preserved the Provision of
Services Regulations 2009 under UK law, so councils still need to
comply with the requirements of the Regulations. For example, the
principles of no profit-making, no cross subsidies between licence types
or leakage to the General Fund, taking forward deficits and surpluses
when deciding following years’ fee levels, and using fees to cover
enforcement costs where relevant domestic legislation allows still apply.

Councils should note that the Government has been conducting a
review of the Regulations and intends to reform the Provision of
Services Regulations using the powers within the Retained EU Law
(Revocation and Reform) Act.
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Further guidance about the Provision of Services Regulations is
available on the Department for Business and Trade’s website. (htt
ps://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/
uploads/attachment_datal/file/975587/provision-of-services-guidan
ce-march-2021.pdf) Councils should specifically note that the
Regulations do not apply to the licensing of taxis or gambling activities;
however, the principles remain a helpful way of providing a transparent
and business-friendly approach to licensing.

Principles of the Provision of Services Regulations

The general principles of the Regulations apply to the processes and
procedures applied by competent authorities (regulators and councils)
who administer authorisations schemes. These provide benefits to
service providers when seeking a relevant authorisation, such as a
licence, in order to establish their business.

The core principles of the Regulations — justified by an overriding
reason relating to the public interest (such as public safety, public
health or public policy); proportionate to the public interest
objective; clear and unambiguous; objective; made public in
advance; transparent and accessible — apply to fee setting and are
already practiced by a large number of councils with the aim of ensuring
a fair and transparent approach for local businesses and communities.

Councils should also ensure that the principle of non-discrimination
applies. When considering fee setting, councils should ensure that all
applicants are treated equally irrespective of protected characteristics,
location and/ or nationality. However, councils do have a discretion not
to impose a full cost recovery charge, provided this is to achieve a
legitimate aim.

The importance of this approach has also been established by case law
on taxi and PHV licensing which, although not covered by the
Regulations, illustrates an important precedent which councils should
adhere to. Cummings v Cardiff ruled that the charges within a licensing
regime for different categories of licence should not subsidise each
other; so, a surplus gained on hackney carriage licences should not
reduce the cost of a private hire vehicle licence. This can be logically
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extended to mean that the fees received under one licensing regime
must not subsidise fees charged under another. For instance, a surplus
generated by taxi fees must be reinvested back into taxi licensing and
not used to reduce the cost of, for instance, a scrap metal dealer’s
licence. Councils should also be aware of the R (Rehman) v Wakefield
case, which made it clear that driver enforcement costs cannot be
covered by vehicle licences, but they can be covered by driver licence
fees.

All councils should, therefore, ensure that they have individual, discrete
cost-calculations for each of the licensing regimes that they operate.
This may require a change in the way that some councils operate.

Administering payment of fees

Under the Provision of Service Regulations councils need to ensure that
details of any fees are easily accessible online, including the ability to
make payments online.

Councils should be able to separate out the cost of processing an initial
application from those costs associated with the ongoing administration
of a scheme, because this latter element cannot be charged to
unsuccessful licence applicants.

Hemming v Westminster

In Hemming v Westminster, the Supreme Court referred to the
European Court of Justice (ECJ) the issue of how the charges
were levied. The Court identified two different approaches to
charging fees:

(a) Whereby a council charged a fee upon application (covering
the costs of authorisation procedures) and a subsequent fee to
successful applicants (covering the cost of administering and
enforcing the framework) - the ‘type A’ approach.
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(b) Where a council charged a single fee on application covering
all costs, on the basis that the relevant proportion of the fee
would be refunded to unsuccessful applicants — the ‘type B’
approach.

The Court found the type A approach of charging two fees is
permissible under the European Services Directive and the
Provision of Service Regulations but felt that the type B
approach of charging a single fee was not compatible with the
Services Directive or the Regulations.

Therefore, licensing authorities should confirm that their fee structures
ensure that application fees relate solely to the cost of authorisation
procedures (the costs associated with reviewing an application and
granting / refusing a licence). Under the type A approach, successful
licence applicants should subsequently be charged an additional fee
relating to the costs of administering and enforcing the relevant
licensing framework.

Not all legislation in England and Wales permits councils to separate out
elements of the fee in this way. For instance, the Licensing Act 2003 has
nationally set fees, which constrains councils’ ability to adopt this
approach. It is therefore unclear whether a council could offer a refund
of the enforcement element if an application is refused under this Act:
the LGA view is that this is not possible, as the legislation requires that
the specified amount (fee) must be paid on application.

Nevertheless, despite these constraints, councils could consider
calculating the notional costs of administration and enforcement
separately and make applicants aware of the two elements to the fee. In
addition to meeting the transparency requirements of the Provision of
Service Regulations, this enables councils to examine the efficiency of
their internal processes and make improvements where necessary. The
process adopted and information available about this should be simple
and cost effective for both the council and businesses.
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Reasonable and proportionate

The Regulations also includes specific requirements that apply to the
charging of fees. Charges must be reasonable and proportionate to the
cost of the processes associated with a licensing scheme. Councils
must not use fees covered by the Regulations to make a profit or
act as an economic deterrent to deter certain business types from
operating within an area.

Keeping fees under review

Fees should be broadly cost neutral in budgetary terms, so that, over
the lifespan of the licence, the budget should balance. Those benefitting
from the activities permitted by the various licences should not, so far as
there is discretion to do so, be subsidised by the general fund.

To ensure that fees remain reasonable and proportionate it is necessary
to establish a regular and robust review process. This has particular
advantages in the early stages of a new licensing regime, where fees
have been set on best guess estimates of the number of applications
that will be received.

Annual reviews allow for the fine tuning of fees and allow councils to
take steps to avoid either a surplus or deficit in future years. This will not
immediately benefit licence holders where the licence has been granted
for a number of years and paid for in a lump sum, but will ensure new
entrants to the licensing scheme are charged appropriately.

Councils that divert fees’ income from the relevant licensing scheme to
fund other licensing work, or to fund other council activities, will be
breaking the law.

Where fees charged result in a surplus, both Hemming v Westminster
and Cummings v Cardiff stated that this surplus must be used to
reduce the fees charged in the following year. It is possible to extend
the reinvestment of the surplus over more than one year, but this will
need careful consideration about whether contributors may leave the
licensing system over that period and therefore lose out on the return.
Deficits can similarly be recovered, although where there is a significant
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deficit, councils may want to consider how recovery can be undertaken
over more than one year so as not to financially harm otherwise viable
businesses.

The case of R v Tower Hamlets LBC (1994) may also be of relevance,
as the High Court indicated that “a council has a duty to administer its
funds so as to protect the interests of what is now the body of council
taxpayers”.

Open route for challenge

In the interests of transparency, it is helpful to give an indication of how
the fee level has been calculated; the review processes in place and a
contact method for businesses to query or challenge the fees. Open
consultation with businesses and residents to design a local service,
including understanding the implications for fees, helps to provide a
robust answer to challenge.

It may also prove helpful to engage elected members in the scrutiny of
fees. They will use their knowledge as local representatives to consider
councils’ assumptions and challenge them where necessary.

What can be included in a licence fee?

Local authorities and organisations such as the LGA have previously
identified that cost recovery and charging models for chargeable
services is a key issue affecting the financial sustainability of regulatory
services, and this can in part be due to outdated charging

approaches. Councils should take a holistic approach to costs and think
about the total cost of putting an officer on the ground, and not just their
salary cost. As such, councils should consider the following elements
when setting licence fees. It should be noted that this list is for
consideration only, as councils may choose not to charge for all the
elements listed if they do not apply locally, or there may be additional
areas of work carried out during the licensing process that are not
included in this guidance.
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Individual pieces of legislation may also have specific items that may or
may not be chargeable under the scheme. The lists below will apply for
most schemes, but should always be checked against the relevant
piece of legislation. If councils have any concerns, they should seek the
advice of their in-house legal department.

More generally, when thinking about fees it is crucial that councils have
a clear understanding of what the hourly rates of their licensing officers
are. The LGA has a broad concern that councils often underestimate
the overall hourly rate of officers, and this can lead to councils not
recovering their costs.

Initial application costs could include:

Administration — This could cover basic cost of office
administration to process the licence application, such as
resources, photocopying, postage or the cost of handling fees
through the accounts department. This could also include the
costs of specialist licensing software to maintain an effective
database, and printing licences.

Initial visit/s — This could cover the average cost of officer time
if a premises visit is required as part of the authorisation
process. Councils will need to consider whether the officer time
includes travel. It would also be normal to include 'on-costs' in
this calculation. Councils will need to consider whether 'on-costs'
include travel costs and management time.

Third party costs — Some licensing processes will require third
party input from experts, such as veterinary attendance during
licensing inspections at animal related premises.
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Liaison with interested parties — Engaging with responsible
authorities and other stakeholders will incur a cost in both time
and resources.

Management costs — Councils may want to consider charging
an average management fee where it is a standard process for
the application to be reviewed by a management board or
licensing committee. However, some councils will include
management charges within the 'on-costs' attached to officer
time referenced below.

Local democracy costs — Councils may want to recover any
necessary expenditure in arranging committee meetings or
hearings to consider applications.

On costs — including any recharges for payroll, accommodation,
including heating and lighting, IT hardware and supplies and
services connected with the licensing functions. Finance teams
should be able to provide a standardised cost for this within
each council.

Development, determination and production of licensing
policies — The cost of consultation and publishing policies can
be fully recovered.

Web material — The Provision of Services Regulations require
that applications, and the associated guidance, can be made
online and councils should effectively budget for this work.

Advice and guidance — This includes advice in person,
production of leaflets or promotional tools, and online advice.
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Setting and reviewing fees — This includes the cost of time
associated with the review, as well as the cost of taking it to a
committee for approval.

Further compliance and enforcement costs could include:

[ Additional monitoring and inspection visits —
Councils may wish to include a charge for risk-
based visits to premises in between licensing
inspections and responding to complaints. As with
the initial licensing visit, councils can consider
basing this figure on average officer time, travel,
administration, management costs and on costs as
suggested above.

[l Local democracy costs — Councils may want to
recover any necessary expenditure in arranging
committee meetings or hearings to review existing
licences or respond to problems.

[ Registers and national reporting — some
licensing schemes require central government
bodies to be notified when a licence is issued. The
costs of doing this can be recovered.

Charging for action against unlicensed traders

Councils’ ability to charge for these costs as part of a licensing scheme
depends on the licensing scheme in question. In Hemming v
Westminster, the Supreme Court ruled that the Services Directive
made no mention of enforcement costs. Councils’ ability to charge these
costs to applicants for licences is therefore dependent on the UK
legislation.
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The Court ruled that licensing authorities are entitled under the Local
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1982 to impose fees for
the grant or renewal of licences covering the running and enforcement
costs of the licensing scheme; in this case, the licensing scheme for sex
shops.

Taxi and PHV licensing case law is clear that driver enforcement costs
cannot be covered by vehicle licences, but they can be covered by
driver licence fees. This was established by the R (Rehman) v
Wakefield case. The LGA believes that section 70(1) of the 1976 Act
makes it clear that the costs of enforcement against licensed operators
can also be recovered through a fee; however, the position on
recovering these costs is contested.

Home Office guidance under the Scrap Metal Dealers Act (https://w
ww.gov.uk/government/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-
supplementary-guidance),

Councils must have regard to this guidance (https://www.gov.uk/go
vernment/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-supplementar
y-guidance), which prevents the recovery of enforcement costs against
unlicensed dealers only. Great care must therefore be taken when
setting fees to check what is and is not permitted under that specific
licensing regime.

Unrecoverable costs

It is worth considering that the costs of defending appeals in the
magistrate’s court or via judicial review can be recovered through the
courts. Including these costs within the fee's regime could lead to
recovering the costs twice, which would be inconsistent with the
Provision of Service Regulations

R R

Use a surplus from  Include the costs of
one fee to enforcement against
subsidise another unlicensed traders

Check the relevant
legislation
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R R

Calculate processing
costs and
enforcement costs
separately

Clearly communicate
to applicants the
elements that make
up the fee

Ensure fees are
determined by the
right person

Include staff on-
costs

Include training costs
for officers and
councillors

Further support

Allow fees income
to be drawn into
the council’s
general fund

Allow fee levels to
roll-over each year
without a review

Forget to ask the
courts to award
costs during a
prosecution

Include a condition on the
issued licence that requires
the payment of the
enforcement part of the fee,
where this is not charged
upfront

The practical approach to designing a local licensing service, allocating
costs accurately and considering legal implications can be a difficult
task; therefore, it is strongly recommended that licensing teams work
with their legal advisors and finance teams to make the best use of all

expertise.

In addition, councils should consider working collaboratively with
neighbouring authorities to provide mutual support. Working with other
councils and reviewing fees set by similar authorities can be an
extremely valuable way of ensuring that fees are not perceived to be
disproportionate by businesses.
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This document sets out high-level, over-arching principles for fee setting
that apply across most licensing regimes. It is always important to check
the specific details of the regime in question. The following links will take
you to relevant legislation or guidance for the most common licensing
regimes.

v Relevant guidance links

Licensing Act 2003 (//www.gov.uk/government/publications/alc
ohol-licensing-fee-levels )

Gambling Act 2005 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2005/1
9/section/212)and The Gambling (Premises Licence Fees)
(England and Wales) Regulations 2007 (http://www.legislation.g
ov.uk/uksi/2007/479/contents/made )

Scrap Metal Dealers Act 2013 (https://www.gov.uk/government/
publications/scrap-metal-dealer-act-2013-licence-fee-charges)

Taxis and PHV Licensing (Local Government Miscellaneous
Provisions Act 1976 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1976/
57/section/70))

Sexual Establishments (Local Government Miscellaneous
Provisions Act 1982 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1982/
30/schedule/3))

Street Trading (Local Government Miscellaneous Provisions

Act 1982) (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1982/30/schedul
el4)

Provision of Services Regulations 2009 (https://www.legislatio
n.gov.uk/ukdsi/2009/9780111486276/contents)
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Hemming v Westminster

The Hemming_ v Westminster case (https://www.supremeco
urt.uk/cases/uksc-2013-0146.html) tested the degree to which
fees and processes must be proportionate, as well as the
administrative processes for calculating fees, in the context of
licensing sex establishments. The case established a number of
key points about setting fees under the European Services
Directive and Provision of Service Regulations.

The case has passed through a number of courts, including the
Court of Appeal and Supreme Court, with different elements of
the case being settled at different stages.

In 2013, the Court of Appeal ruled that the fees set must not
exceed the costs of administering the licensing regime. This
meant that the council was no longer able to include the cost of
enforcement against unlicensed sex establishment operators
when setting the licence fee. The Court of Appeal held that such
costs could not be deemed to fall within the EU Services
Directive 2006 and associated UK Provision of Services
Regulations 2009.

The Directive states that charges levied by a competent body on
applicants under an authorisation scheme must be reasonable
and proportionate to the cost of the ‘procedures and formalities’
of the scheme and must not exceed these costs. However, the
cost of visits to licensed premises to monitor compliance could
be recovered through fees.
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The judgement also found that the annual reviews were
conducted by an officer of Westminster City Council who did not
have delegated authority so to do, and that it was the Committee
that was supposed to set the fees. However, the judgement did
not suggest there was anything intrinsically wrong with an officer
undertaking this function provided the function has been
properly delegated (where it can be), and that the officer takes
relevant considerations into account. The judge rejected the
council’s submission that the fee had been fixed on an open-
ended basis in 2004 so that the fee rolled over from one year to
the next. Westminster City Council was consequently ordered to
repay fees charged over that period.

The judgement would have left Westminster, and potentially
other councils, liable to refund the proportion of sex shop licence
fees deemed to be unlawful, dating back to the introduction of
the Regulations in 20009.

Westminster appealed the Court of Appeal’s judgement on the
recovery of enforcement costs, and the case was heard by the
Supreme Court in January 2016. Other matters determined by
earlier hearings, such as the need to review fees annually and
the requirement for councils to ring-fence income from licensing
fees so that any surplus or deficit is carried forward to the next
year's budget, were not contested.

The council’s position that it was lawful for it to seek to recover
all enforcement costs was supported by the LGA, which
submitted written interventions to the Supreme Court. A range of
regulatory bodies, as well as HM Treasury, also submitted
written interventions in the case.
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The Supreme Court ruled that licensing authorities are entitled
under the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act
1982 to impose fees for the grant or renewal of licences
covering the running and enforcement costs of the licensing
scheme. Crucially, it reasoned that the European Services
Directive deals only with the issue of authorisation procedures
and fees relating to applications to exercise a service activity
(such as operating a sex shop).

Therefore, the Directive does not prevent licensing
authorities from charging those who receive licences, fees
that are proportionate to the cost of administering and
enforcing the licensing framework for that activity.

Cummings v Cardiff (https://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/241720
_86a9559ead8b44569ef0153631a1b766.pdf)

Cardiff Council had proposed a significant increase to hackney
carriage and private hire vehicle charges in July 2013.
Cummings and other claimants then challenged Cardiff City
Council by way of judicial review over the manner in which these
costs had been calculated. In 2014, Mr Justice Hickinbottom
granted the claim for the review on the grounds that:

 the level of fees set failed to have regard to and/or account

for any surplus or deficit generated in previous years dating
back to 1 May 2009
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 the level of fees set failed to account for any surplus or
deficit accrued under each of the hackney carriage and
private hire licensing regimes within the regime under
which they have accrued

« the level of fee set for hackney carriage licences in 2013
included part of the cost of funding taxi marshals for the
Council’s administrative area.

The Judge also made declarations that:

(1) Alocal authority when determining hackney carriage and
private hire licence fees under ss.53 and 70 of the LG(MP) Act
1976 must take into account any surplus or deficit generated
from fees levied in previous years in respect of meeting the
reasonable costs of administering the licence fees as provided
by ss.53 and 70 above.

(2) A local authority must:

» keep separate accounts for hackney carriage and PHV
licence fees under ss.53 and 70 of the LG(MP) Act 1976

« ensure that any surplus or deficit identified under each part
of the hackney carriage and private hire licensing regimes
is only applied to the part of the system from which it has
been raised/lost

« ensure that any surplus from one licensing regime shall not
to be used to subsidise a deficit in another.
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References

v References

R v Westminster City Council ex parte Hutton (1985) 83 LGR 516.

R v London Borough of Tower Hamlets ex parte Tower Hamlets
Combined Traders Association, 19 July 1993; [1994] COD 325 QBD
Sedley J. Although the decision was about the London Local
Authorities Act 1990, it would appear to have general effect as a
principle.
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Scrap Metal Dealer Act 2013: guidance on licence fee charges

Context

The Scrap Metal Dealers Act 2013 (referred to in this guidance as the 2013 Act) received
Royal Assent on the 28 February 2013, delivering much needed reform of the scrap metal
sector. The 2013 Act will provide effective and proportionate regulation of the sector,
creating a more robust, local authority run, licensing regime that will support legitimate
dealers yet provide the powers to effectively tackle unscrupulous operators. It will raise
trading standards across the whole sector.

Introduction

The 2013 Act will allow local authorities to decide who should and should not be licensed,
allowing them to refuse a licence upon application or to revoke a licence at any time if they
are not satisfied that the applicant is a suitable person to carry on business as a Scrap Metal
Dealer. The act also creates closure powers for unscrupulous dealers who operate without a
licence. It extends the record keeping requirements placed upon scrap metal dealers and
requires the verification of the people Scrap Metal Dealers are transacting with. The act will
integrate the separate regulation for motor salvage operators with the scrap metal sector and
bring to an end the cash exemption given to some collectors under the 1964 Act.

Finally, the 2013 Act creates a fee raising power, to allow local authorities to recover the
costs stemming from administering and seeking compliance with the regime. This element
of the legislation will be the focus of this guidance.

The intention is for the act to be implemented in October 2013.
Licensing requirements placed upon scrap metal dealers

Section one of the 2013 Act requires a scrap metal dealer to obtain a licence in order to
carry on business as a scrap metal dealer'. It will be an offence to carry on a business as a
scrap metal dealer in breach of the requirement to hold a licence. This offence is punishable
on summary conviction with a fine not exceeding level 5 on the standard scale. In addition,
Schedule 1(6) of the 2013 Act provides that an application must be accompanied by a fee
set by the authority.

Aim and scope

Local authorities will be responsible for administration and compliance activity in relation to
the 2013 Act. This guidance is provided to local authorities in relation to the carrying out of
their fee raising function. It also provides information for the benefit of those who will be
applying for a scrap metal dealer’s licence and the general public. This guidance applies to
local authorities in England and Wales and is produced in accordance with the 2013 Act.

Legal status
Schedule 1(6) of the 2013 Act provides that an application must be accompanied by
a fee set by the local authority. In setting a fee, the authority must have regard to any

guidance issued from time to time by the Secretary of State with the approval of the
Treasury. This Guidance is therefore binding on all licensing authorities to that extent.
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What costs can local authorities charge for when issuing a licence?

The 2013 Act provides that an application for a licence must be accompanied by a fee set by
the local authority. This fee raising power is an essential component of the legislation as it
will provide local authorities with the funding they need to administer the regime and ensure
compliance.

The power to set fees has been passed to individual local authorities, so that any fees levied
in each local area is set by reference to the actual costs to each authority. The EU services
directive states that a licence fee can only be used to pay for the cost associated with the
licensing process. In effect, each local authority must ensure that the income from fees
charged for each service does not exceed the costs of providing the service.

LAs should specify fees for each category of application. Specifically we would expect a fee
to be specified for the assessment of an application for a licence, the assessment of an
application to vary a licence, and the assessment of an application for licence renewal.

Local authorities should specify fees which are payable by licence applicants for the
assessment and administration activity within the new licensing regime brought about by the
2013 Act. They should do this by identifying what they need to do to assess the type of
licence in question and calculating their best estimate of the cost to be incurred by the LA.
The authority will then be able to calculate a best estimate of unit cost for each case.

In effect, the costs of a licence should reflect the time spent assessing and administering
applications, processing them, having experienced licensing officers review them, storing
them, consulting on the suitability of an applicant, reviewing relevant offences, the decision
on whether to issue a licence, as well as the cost of issuing licences in a format that can be
displayed. Consulting the local authority’s enforcement records in order to determine the
suitability of the applicant is chargeable within the licence fee costs as are costs associated
with contested licence applications.

Registering authorities should review fees regularly to check whether they remain
appropriate.

Can a local authority charge for enforcement activity?

The licence fee cannot be used to support enforcement activity against unlicensed scrap
metal dealers. Any activity taken against unlicensed operators must be funded through
existing funds. Such activity against unlicensed operators includes issuing closure notices;
with applications for closure orders subsequently made to a magistrates court. The cost of
applying to the Magistrates Court for a warrant (Section 16(5)(6) and (7) of the 2013 Act) for
entry to unlicensed premises, by force if necessary, will incur legal costs to be borne by the
local authority and police.

What are the different types of licences?

There are two types of licence specified within the act, one is for a site licence and the other
is for a mobile collector licence (carrying on business otherwise than at a site). The licence
authorises the licensee to carry on business as a scrap metal dealer at the sites listed in it
(in the case of a site licence) or within the local authority area (in the case of a mobile
collector’s licence).
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Site licences

A site licence requires all of the sites at which the licensee carries on the business as a
scrap metal dealer within the local authority area to be identified and a site manager to be
named for each site. In doing so, they will be permitted to operate from those sites as a
scrap metal dealer, including transporting scrap metal to and from those sites from any local
authority area.

Collectors licences

A collector’s licence authorises the licensee to operate as a mobile collector in the area of
the issuing local authority, permitting them to collect any scrap metal as appropriate. This
includes commercial as well as domestic scrap metal.

The licence does not permit the collector to collect from any other local authority area. A
separate licence should be obtained from each local authority from which the individual
wishes to collect in. A collector’s licence does not authorise the licensee to carry on a
business at a site within any area. Should a collector wish to use a fixed site, they will need
to obtain a site licence from the relevant local authority.

The Act 2013 also specifies that a licence will be issued by the local authority in whose area
a scrap metal site is situated, or (in respect of a mobile collector) in the area that the
collector operates.

Do different fees apply?

Yes. Fees charged for a site licence would reflect the extra work involved in processing
these licences and will vary from a collector’s licence.

Display of licences

The form in which a licence is issued must enable it to be displayed in accordance with
section ten of the 2013 Act. All licensees are therefore required to display a copy of their
licence. For site operators the licence must be displayed in a prominent place in an area
accessible to the public. For mobile collectors, it must be in a manner which enables the
licence to be easily read by a person outside the vehicle. A criminal offence is committed by
any scrap metal dealer who fails to fulfil this requirement. This offence is punishable on
summary conviction with a fine not exceeding level 3 on the standard scale.

The cost of providing a licence in a form which can be displayed should be included in the
local authority licence fee charges.

Police objections to licence applications

The police may object to a licence application where they believe that the applicant is not a
suitable person as defined within the act. The police can object where, for example, the
applicant has been convicted of a relevant offence. LAs should also consider
representations from other organisations or individuals in considering the applicant’s
suitability

Where the police do object, the local authority should take this into consideration but must
use their own judgement and discretion when taking a licence decision. The local authority
must allow for the person whose licence is about to be refused or revoked to be afforded the
right to make representations. The local authority considering the matter must restrict its
consideration to the issue of suitability of applicant and provide comprehensive reasons for
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its decision.

Costs associated with considering oral and written representations should be included in
licence fee charges.

Appeals

There is a right of appeal to the Magistrates’ Court against a decision to refuse a licence
application, to include a condition within the licence, to revoke the licence or to vary the

licence. The costs associated with appeals and the costs of defending an appeal in the

Magistrate Court should not be included in licence fee charges.

The costs associated with defending a Judicial Review into whether the local authority has
failed to have regard to the guidance on fees is not chargeable under the licence regime.

Revocation of a licence and formulating and imposing licence conditions

If a licence has been granted, it may be revoked or licence conditions imposed on a scrap
metal dealer if the subsections within Clause 4 of the Scrap Metal Dealers Act are triggered.
A local authority may impose conditions pending an appeal against revocation (section 4 (7))
or if the applicant or site manager has been convicted of a relevant offence (section 3 (8)).

Variation of licence

Schedule 1 paragraph 3(1) indicates that a local authority may, on an application, vary a
licence by changing it from one type to another and (2) if there is a change in any of the
matters mentioned in section 2(4)(a), (c) or (d) or (6)(a).

These changes should be recorded by the local authority. The applicant is also under a
duty to notify any convictions for relevant offences to the local authority. These measures
ensure that a single record will be held of the licence holder’s history in terms of licensing
matters.

National Register of Scrap Metal Dealers

Whilst a local authority can recover any costs incurred in transmitting information about a
licence, the costs which the Environment Agency incurs are not chargeable under the
licence regime.

How long will alicence be valid for?

Schedule 1 paragraph 1 of the 2013 Act specifies the terms of a licence. It indicates that a
licence expires at the end of the period of 3 years beginning with the day on which it is
issued.

Additional regulations and guidance

The Home Office will be publishing regulations in relation to relevant offences and the
identification required to sell scrap metal over the summer of 2013. These regulations will
be published on www.gov.uk. We will also be working with the Local Government
Association, the British Metal Recycling Association and British Transport Police to produce
additional guidance on the requirements of the new act.

The Local Government Association guidance will include a breakdown of reasonable
timescales for each of the activities associated with setting a fee.
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Annex A - Definitions
What is a local authority?

‘Local authority’ means —

(a) in relation to England, the council of a district, the Common Council of
the City of London or the council of a London borough;

(b) in relation to Wales, the council of a county or a county borough.

What is a scrap metal dealer?

21 ‘Carrying on business as a scrap metal dealer’ and ‘scrap metal’

(2) A person carries on business as a scrap metal dealer if the person—

(a) carries on a business which consists wholly or partly in buying or selling scrap metal,
whether or not the metal is sold in the form in which it was bought, or

(b) carries on business as a motor salvage operator (so far as that does not fall within

paragraph (a)).
What is a mobile collector?

‘Mobile collector’ means a person who—

(a) carries on business as a scrap metal dealer otherwise than at a site, and

(b) regularly engages, in the course of that business, in collecting waste

materials and old, broken, worn out or defaced articles by means of visits from door to door.

What is a motor salvage operator?

(4) For the purposes of subsection (2)(b), a person carries on business as a motor
salvage operator if the person carries on a business which consists —

(a) wholly or partly in recovering salvageable parts from motor vehicles
for re-use or sale and subsequently selling or otherwise disposing of the
rest of the vehicle for scrap,

(b) wholly or mainly in buying written-off vehicles and subsequently
repairing and reselling them,

(c) wholly or mainly in buying or selling motor vehicles which are to be the
subject (whether immediately or on a subsequent re-sale) of any of the
activities mentioned in paragraphs (a) and (b), or

(d) wholly or mainly in activities falling within paragraphs (b) and (c).
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North Yorkshire Council

Environment Executive Members

Review of Fees and Charges — Hackney Carriage and Private Hire Licences

23 January 2026

Report of the Assistant Director — Regulation and Harbours

1.0

11

PURPOSE OF REPORT

The purpose of this report is to present the Corporate Director — Environment in
consultation with the Executive Member — Managing our Environment with a proposal to
maintain the current fees and charges relating to the Council’'s hackney carriage and private
hire licensing functions.

2.0

2.1

2.2

2.3

24

3.0

3.1

3.2

3.3

BACKGROUND

In accordance with section 53 and section 70 of the Local Government (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Act 1976, the Council may charge a reasonable fee with a view to recovering
costs relating to hackney carriage and private hire licences.

Licence fees should be calculated on a cost-recovery basis in order for the associated costs
of the service to be met by individuals and businesses benefiting from the licensed activity.
Any failure to recover costs in this regard would result in a subsidisation of private
enterprise at the expense of other services that the Council provides to its taxpayers.

The licensing authority cannot make a profit from licence fees. Any surplus or deficit must
be carried forward and taken into account for any future fee revisions.

Last year’s fee review resulted in the retention of the previous year’s fees on the basis that
increased salaries were offset by other relevant factors.

HACKNEY CARRIAGE AND PRIVATE HIRE LICENCE FEE REVIEW

According to the Department for Transport’s Taxi and Private Hire Vehicle Licensing Best
Practice Guidance (November 2023), “it is essential to a well-functioning taxi and private
hire vehicle sector that those administering and enforcing the regime are well resourced
Licensing authorities should regularly review their fees to reflect changes to costs, both
increases and reductions”.

The cost of the service is determined by several factors including staffing (salaries, National
Insurance contributions, pensions etc), accommodation, utilities, IT support, legal costs,
software, insurance, printing and postage. The licence fee for each application is then
dependent on several other factors including, where applicable, the time spent on
administration, inspections, complaints, compliance checks, committees, consultations, and
advertising.

Service costs associated with specific applications must be recovered accordingly. For
instance, any costs relating to hackney carriage stands and the Council’s hackney carriage
table of fares must only be recovered from hackney carriage vehicle licence fees whereas
other costs (such as policy and service development) will apply to all licence fees.
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3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9

4.0

4.1

4.2

5.0

5.1

6.0

6.1

6.2

Appendix A

The current fees relating to hackney carriage and private hire licensing functions are attached.
Along with the proposals for the year beginning 01 April 2026 (Appendix A).

The costs have been calculated with due regard to the relevant legislation, case law and
guidance. The relevant cost calculations are attached (Appendix B).

Any surplus or deficit must be carried forward and taken into account for any future fee
revisions. Although the accounts for 2024/25 show a deficit, it is a greatly reduced from
2023/24, even when taking into account exceptional expenditure due to LGR. It is expected
that the deficit would increase in future years due to known increases in costs such as
National Insurance if no increase is actioned. It is anticipated in future years that accounts
will be balanced with the increase in fee. The 2024/25 accounts are attached (Appendix C).

The proposed fees arising from the cost calculations reflect an increase in relation to some
licences and a reduction in relation to others to account for changes in personnel, salaries,
overheads and operational service delivery.

In accordance with section 70 of the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976,
the Council must publish a notice in a local newspaper setting out any proposed variation to
the fees. The notice must also be displayed at the Council offices for a period of at least 28
days.

The notice must specify a date, not less than 28 days from the date of publication, by which
objections must be made. If no objections are lodged, the fees will come into effect on that
date. The matter will be referred to the Corporate Director for further consideration if any
objections are received.

CONTRIBUTION TO COUNCIL PRIORITIES

The Council is committed to protecting communities, safeguarding children and ensuring
the safety and wellbeing of the public.

A regular review of licence fees is essential to ensure that the licensing regime is
adequately resourced to deliver its public protection functions. Effective delivery in this
regard also supports economic growth.

ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS CONSIDERED

The Council may consider retaining the existing licence fees for a third successive year.
However, any failure to recover costs permitted by statute would require an unnecessary
subsidisation of the hackney carriage and private hire licensing regime at the expense of
the Council’s taxpayers.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The fees have been calculated with a view to recovering all costs associated with the
applications concerned (where permitted by statute).

Any income received must only be used to fund service delivery relating to hackney

carriage and private hire licensing and therefore it must be emphasised that an increase in
fees will not lead to any additional revenue for the Council.
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8.2

8.3

8.4
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LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

The legislative framework for setting hackney carriage and private hire licence fees has
been explored at sections 2 and 3 of this report.

In accordance with R (on the application of Cummings) v Cardiff City Council [2014] EWHC
2544 (Admin), the Council must separate its income when collecting licence fees for
different licence types to prevent cross-subsidy and the Council must not use licence fees
as an income-generating scheme. In the event of any surplus arising from income in
relation to a particular licence type, the surplus must be used to reduce the relevant fees
charged at the next review.

In accordance with Rehman (On Behalf of the Wakefield District Hackney Carriage and
Private Hire Association), R (On the Application Of) v The Local Government Association
[2019] EWCA Civ 2166, the cost of monitoring and enforcing the behaviour of licensed
drivers can be recovered as an ‘administration’ cost. However, the cost of enforcement
relating to unlicensed activities cannot be recovered through licence fees.

The licence fees cannot be varied unless the Council has satisfied the public notice
requirements in section 70 of the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976
and considered any objections received during the specified period (as set out in
paragraphs 3.8 and 3.9 of this report).

EQUALITIES IMPLICATIONS

On 21 February 2023, the Executive of North Yorkshire County Council resolved to waive
the fees relating to wheelchair accessible vehicles until such time as an Inclusive Service
Plan is completed, and any subsequent changes to the Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Licensing Policy are implemented.

This approach was intended to encourage the provision and retention of licensed
wheelchair accessible vehicles in North Yorkshire. The costs associated with applications in
respect of wheelchair accessible vehicles have been subsidised by the Council’'s general
fund (not by other licence holders) since 01 April 2023. This totals around £31,000 per
annum.

The formulation of a new Inclusive Service Plan is underway with a view to identifying
potential methods of improving service provision for wheelchair users. Its recommendations
will be considered alongside the full review of the Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Licensing Policy.

The proposed review of licence fees recommends a continuation of existing arrangements,
including in relation to wheelchair accessible vehicles to make the necessary provision
while the policy review progresses. The Equalities Impact Screening document is attached
(Appendix D).

CLIMATE CHANGE IMPLICATIONS
The fees are not considered to be at a level that would discourage the trade from investing

in high quality, low-emission vehicles. The Climate Impact Assessment document is
attached (Appendix E).
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10.0 POLICY IMPLICATIONS

10.1 In accordance with the Council’'s Fees and Charges Policy, the default charging method is
to recover the full costs (including overheads, capital charges and recharges) with a view to
ensuring no element of subsidy from local taxpayers. The Policy is attached (Appendix F).

10.2 HM Treasury’s Managing Public Money publication promotes a standard approach to
calculating costs and setting charges. Annex 6.1 of the document explores how to calculate
the cost of public services. The relevant extract is attached (Appendix G).

10.3 The Local Government Association (LGA) has published guidance on locally set fees
(December 2023) setting out the legislation, case law and details of the costs that may be
recovered. The guidance is attached (Appendix H).

11.0 REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS
11.1 The Council is expected to conduct regular reviews of licence fees to ensure that, where

statutory powers exist, the cost of the hackney carriage and private hire licensing regime is
recovered from applicants and licence holders.

12.0 RECOMMENDATION

12.1 It is recommended that the Corporate Director — Environment in consultation with the
Executive Member — Managing our Environment to approve the proposed variation to
hackney carriage and private hire licence fees and to approve the publication of the
relevant statutory notices, with or without amendments.

APPENDICES:

Appendix A — Current and proposed fees

Appendix B — Cost calculations

Appendix C — 2024/25 accounts

Appendix D — Equalities Impact Screening

Appendix E — Climate Impact Assessment

Appendix F — North Yorkshire Council’s Fees and Charges Policy
Appendix G — Extract from ‘Managing Public Money’ (HM Treasury)
Appendix H — Local Government Association guidance on locally set fees

BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS:
Department for Transport’s Taxi and Private Hire Vehicle Licensing Best Practice Guidance
(November 2023)

Callum McKeon

Assistant Director Regulation and Harbours
County Hall

Northallerton

28 February 2025

Report Author: Simon Fisher, Licensing Service Development Lead; and
Gareth Bentley, Head of Licensing
Presenter of Report: Callum McKeon, Assistant Director, Regulation and Harbours
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Current fees and proposed fees

Appendix A

Appendix A

Proposed
Current fee | fee % increase
Drivers
1-year licence new £265 £255 -3.77%
3-year licence new £430 £445 3.49%
1-year licence renewal £140 £135 -3.57%
3-year licence renewal £285 £300 5.26%
Vehicles
Hackney carriage new £365 £370 1.37%
Hackney carriage renewal £295 £310 5.08%
Private hire new £350 £360 2.86%
Private hire renewal £290 £305 5.17%
Transfer £55 £60 9.09%
Change of registration £55 £60 9.09%
Operators
1-year licence £240 £250 4.17%
5-year licence £650 £655 0.77%
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Appendix B
Cost Calculations
All licences
Officer hourly rates
NYC Role Avg FTE salary MI Pension |Owverhead Support | Hourly Rate
Head of Service f54,832.00 |£8974.80(£f11 99392 £27,877.76 £59.08
Licensing Manager £51,630.25 |£6,994.54( £5,551.60 £22,201.01 £46.97
Senior Licensing Officer £45091.00 |£6,013.65( £5,341.84 £19,389.13 £40.97
Licensing Enforcement Officer £41182.00 |£5,427.30| £7,618.67 £17,708.26 £37.39
Technical Licensing Officer £32,533.83 |£4,13007 | £6,018.76 £13 98955 £20 45
Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Annual costs (drivers)
Officer hours Proportions applied (%) Drivers
HOS LM 5L0 LED TLOD Drivers |Vehicles | PHOs HOS LM 5LO LEO TLO
Policy and service development &0 120 30 50 30 50 45 5 30.00 &0.00 15.00 25.00 15.00
Enforcement operations a 50 100 1000 [y 20 20 0| 0.00 10.00 20.00 200.00 0.00
Enforcement actions (suspensions, warnings etc) a 100 100 400 0| 30 70 0| 0.00 30.00 30.00 120.00 0.00
Visual vehicle inspections a 400 300 1000 0 a 100 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Operator/booking record inspections 4] 50 50 100 a 4] [4] 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Complaints and investigations 50 100 200 600 100 50 45 5 25.00 50.00 100.00 300.00 50.00
Committee hearings and appeals [outside application pericds) 20 100 20 20 0| 100 a 0| 20.00 100.00 20.00 20.00 0.00
Fee setting and budget management 20 20 10 4] a 50 45 i 10.00 10.00 5.00 0.00 0.00
System maintenance a 20 10 a 10 50 45 5 0.00 10.00 500 0.00 500
Data protection and Fol requests 30 200 50 100 50 5 50 5 1.50 10.00 2.50 5.00 2.50
Training and research 150 100 60 200 200 50 48 5 75.00 50.00 30.00 100.00 100.00
Procedures, forms, guidance and website 30 50 50 30 30 50 45 5 15.00 25.00 25.00 15.00 15.00
Staff [performance, meetings etc) 100 100 75 250 250 50 45 5 50.00 50.00 37.50 125.00 125.00
Additional items [address change, copy licences, queries etc) [4) 100 100 100 200 50 45 5 0.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 100.00
Total time [hours) 460.00 | 1510.00 | 1215.00 | 3910.00 | 870.00 226.50 455.00 400,00 1020.00 412.50
Total cost (£} £13,382.63 | £21,373.03 | £15,389.94 | £38,136.67 | £12,150.36
Active licences 1,600
Total annual cost per licence £3.36 £13.36 £10.24 £23.824 £7.59
f£63.40




Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Annual costs (vehicles)
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Officer hours Proportions applied (%) Vehicles
HOS LM SLO LED TLO Drivers |Vehicles| PHOs HOS LM SLO LED TLO
Policy and service development 60 120 30 50 30 50 45 5 27.00 54.00 13.50 22.50 13.50
Enforcement operations a 50 100 1000 0| 20 20 0| 0.00 40.00 20.00 300.00 0.00
Enforcement actions (suspensions, warnings etc) a 100 100 400 0| 30 70 0| 0.00 70.00 70.00 280,00 0.00
Vizualvehicle inzpections Q 400 300 1000 0 a 100 0 0.00 400.00 300.00 1000.00 0.00
Operator/booking record inspections a 50 50 100 0| a [¢] 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Complaints and investigations 50 100 200 600 100 50 45 5 22.50 45.00 50.00 270,00 45.00
Committee hearings and appeals [outside application periods) 20 100 20 20 0| 100 (4] 0| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Fee setting and budget management 20 20 10 a ] 50 45 5 9.00 9.00 4.50 0.00 0.00
System maintenance a 20 10 a 10 50 45 5 0.00 9.00 4.50 0.00 4.50
Data protection and Fol requests 30 200 50 100 50| 5 90 5 27.00 180.00 45.00 90.00 45.00
Training and rezearch 150 100 &0 200 200 50 45 5 €7.50 45.00 27.00 50.00 50.00
Procedures, forms, suidance and website 30 50 50 30 30 50 45 5 13.50 22.50 22.50 13.50 13.50
itaff [performance, meetings etc) 100 100 75 250 250 50 45 5 45.00 45.00 33.75 112.50 112.50
Additional items [address change, copy licences, queries etc) (] 100 100 100 200 50 45 5 0.00 45.00 45.00 45.00 90.00
Total time [hours) 460,00 | 1510.00 | 1215.00 | 35910.00 | 370.00 211.50 SE4.50 735.75 2723.50 414.00
Total cost [£) £12,496.36 | £45,306.13 | £30,147.25 |£101,828.65| £12,194.54
Active licences 1,350
Total annual cost per licence £9.26 £33.56 £22.33 £75.43 £9.03
£145.61
® Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Annual costs (operators)
Officer hours Proportions applied (%) Operators
HOS LI SLO LED TLO Drivers | Vehicles | PHOs HOS LI SLO LED TLO
Policy and service development &0 120 30 50 30 50 45 5 3.00 6.00 1.50 2.50 1.50
Enforcement operations (1] 50 100 1000 0 20 20 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Enforcement actions [suspensions, warnings etc) 1] 100 100 400 0 30 70 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vizual vehicle inspections 1] 400 300 1000 1] ) 100 1] 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Operator/booking record inspections (] 50 50 100 ] (] 0 100 0.00 50.00 50.00 100.00 0.00
Comeplaints and investigations 50 100 200 &00 100 50 45 5 2.50 5.00 10.00 30.00 5.00
Committee hearings and appeals [outside application periods) 20 100 20 30 ] 100 0 ] 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Fee =etting and budget management 20 20 10 1] 0 50 45 5 1.00 1.00 0.50 0.00 0.00
System maintenance (] 20 10 (] 10 50 45 5 0.00 1.00 0.50 0.00 0.50
Data protection and Fol requests 30 200 50 100 50 5 90 5 1.50 10.00 2.50 5.00 2.50
Training and research 150 100 = 200 200 S50 45 5 7.50 5.00 3.00 10.00 10.00
Procedures, forms, guidance and website 30 50 50 30 30 50 45 5 1.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50
Staff [performance, meetings etc) 100 100 75 250 250 50 45 5 5.00 5.00 3.75 12.50 12.50
Additional items [address change, copy licences, queries etc) (] 100 100 100 200 50 45 5 0.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
Taotal time (hours) 460.00 | 1510.00 | 1215.00 | 3910.00 | 870.00 22.00 90.50 79.25 166.50 43.50
Total cost [£) £1,299.86 £4,251.12 £3,247.26 £6,225.25 £1,281.31
Active licences 175
Total annual cost per licence £7.43 £24.29 £13.56 £35.57 £7.32
£93.17
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Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Processing costs (drivers and operators)
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One year Three year
Mew Driver LI SLO LEQ TLO LI SLO LEQ TLO
Receiving application [sppointments, payments, documents etc) 0.00 5.00 15.00 20.00 0.00 5.00 15.00 20.00
Processing application [validation, MR3, supporting documents) 0.00 10.00 20.00 25.00 0.00 10.00 20.00 25.00
Crata entry 0.00 5.00 15.00 20.00 0.00 5.00 15.00 20.00
DBS processing [identification, submission, assessment, recording) 000 5.00 15.00 15.00 0.00 5.00 15.00 15.00
Knowledge test 0.00 &.00 24.00 0.00 0.00 &.00 24.00 0.00
DBS Update Service checks [biannual) 000 5.00 5.00 5.00 0.00 30.00 30.00 30.00
DVLA checks [including annual check) 000 5.00 5.00 5.00 0.00 15.00 15.00 15.00
Izszue licences, badges 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00
Committee reports/hearings [en application only) 18.00 18.00 18.00 0.00 18.00 18.00 18.00 0.00
Total time [minutes) 18.00 59.00 117.00 100.00 18.00 94.00 152.00 135.00
Time cost [£] £14.09 £40.29 £72.91 £49.09 £14.09 £64.19 £94.72 £66.27
Annual costs [£) £63.40 £190.19
Badges and necklace, with postage [£) E15.00
Total cost [£] £254.73 £444.47

One year Three year
Drriver Renewal L SLO LED TLO LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application [appointments, payments, documents etc) 000 5.00 5.00 15.00 0.00 5.00 5.00 15.00
Processing application [validation, NR3, supporting documents) 000 0.00 5.00 15.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 15.00
Crata entry 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
DBS Update Service checks [biannual) 000 0.00 5.00 5.00 0.00 0.00 30.00 20.00
DVLA checks [including annual check) 0.00 0.00 5.00 5.00 0.00 0.00 15.00 15.00
Tax check 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
Izzsue licences, badges 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00
Total time [minutes) 0.00 5.00 30.00 70.00 0.00 5.00 65.00 105.00
Time cost [£] £0.00 £3.41 £18.69 £34.36 £0.00 £3.41 £40.50 £51.55
Annual costs [£) £63.40 £150.19
Badges and necklace, with postage [£) £15.00
Total cost [£]) £134.87 £300.65

One year Five year
PHO [new and renewal] L SLO LED TLO LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application [appointments, payments, documents etc) 0.00 10.00 30.00 30.00 0.00 10.00 30.00 30.00
Processing application [validation, supporting documents, consultation) 0.00 5.00 30.00 30.00 0.00 5.00 30.00 30.00
Crata entry 0.00 5.00 15.00 20.00 0.00 5.00 15.00 20.00
DBS basic [annual checks on all applicants/directors where applicable) 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 25.00 50.00
Committee reports/hearings [on application only) 17.14 17.14 17.14 0.00 17.14 17.14 17.14 0.00
Dretermine spplication 5.00 5.00 5.00 0.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 0.00
Izzue licence 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00
Total time [minutes) 22.14 42.14 102.14 100.00 22.14 42.14 122.14 140.00
Time cost [£]) £17.34 £23.78 £63.65 £49.09 £17.34 £28.78 £76.11 £68.73
Annual costs [£) £93.17 £465.85
Total cost [£]) £252.03 £656.81
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Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Processing costs (hackney carriage vehicles)

One year
Mew HCW LM SLO LED TLD
Receiving application [appointments, payments, documents etc) 0.0 5.00 15.00 20.00
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0.0 5.00 15.00 20.00
Wehicle suitability check 5.00 5.00 15.00 10.00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 15.00 20.00
HC fare review 3.00 2.00 2.00 2.00
Administration/consideration of tests 0.0 5.00 30,00 20.00
Determine application .00 5.00 .00 0.0
Izsue licence, tariff card, order plates etc 0.0 0.0 10.00 25.00
Committee reports/hearings [on application only) 12 .00 12 .04 12.00 0.0
Total time [minutes) 26.00 44 30 119.00 117 .00
Time cost (£) £20.36 £30.05 £74.15 £57.44
Annual costs [£) £143 €1
Plates, door stickers £40.00
Total cost (£) £371.61

One year
HCV Renewal LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application [appointments, payments, documents etc) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0.00 5.00 10.00 20.00
Data entry 0.00 5.00 5.00 10.00
HC fare review 2.00 1.00 0.50 0.50
Administration/consideration of tests 0.00 5.00 20.00 20.00
Determine application .00 5.00 .00 0.00
Izsue licence, tariff card, order plates etc 0.00 000 .00 25.00
Committee reports/hearings [on application only) 7.58 7.58 7.58 0.00
Total time [minutes) 14 58 33.58 £3.08 95.50
Time cost [£] £11.41 £22.93 £39.31 £46.88
Annual costs [E) £143 E1
Plates, door stickers £40.00
Total cost (£) £310.15
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Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Processing costs (private hire vehicles)
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One year
New PHV LM SLO LEC TLO
Receiving application (appointments, payments, documents etc) 000 500 15.00 20000
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0,00 5.00 15.00 20.00
Wehicle suitability check .00 .00 15.00 10.00
Data entry 0,00 500 15.00 20.00
Administration/consideration of tests 0,00 5.00 30,00 20000
Determine application 500 500 .00 0.00
Izzue licence, order plates etc 0.00 0,00 10000 20000
Committee reports/hearings (on application only) 12.00 12.00 12.00 0.00
Total time [minutes) 22.00 42 .00 11700 110.00
Time cost [£) £17.22 £23.63 £72.91 £54.00
Annual costs [E) £149.61
Flates, door stickers E40.00
Total cost [£) £362.43

One year
PHV Renewal LM SLO LED TLO
Receiving application (appointments, payments, documents etc) 0,00 5.00 10000 20000
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 000 500 10000 20000
Data entry 0,00 5.00 .00 10.00
Administration/consideration of tests 000 .00 20000 20000
Determine application 500 500 .00 0.00
Izzue licence, order plates etc 0,00 0,00 5.00 20000
Committee reports/hearings (on application only) 7.58 7.58 7.58 0.00
Total time [minutes) 12,58 32.58 52.53 000D
Time cost (£} £9.85 £22.25 £39.00 £44.18
Annual costs [E) £149 61
Flates, door stickers E40.00
Total cost [£) £304.835




Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Processing costs (additional items)
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Appendix B

Total cost [£)

Vehicle transfer LA SLO LEC TLO
Receiving application [appointments, payments, documents etc) 0,00 5.00 5.00 20,00
Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0,00 5.00 5.00 20,00
Cata entry 0.0 5.00 5.00 15.00
I=zue licence 0.0 0.0 10,00 15.0
Total time (minutes) 0,00 15.00 25.00 70.00
Time cost (£} £0.00 £10.24 £15.53 £34.36
Total cost [£) £60.19
Vehicle registration change LM SLO LEC TLO
U Receiving application [appointments, payments, documents etc) 0.0 0.0 .00 10.00
g Processing application [validation, supporting documents) 0.0 0.0 .00 10.00
@D |Data entry 0.0 0.0 500 10.0D
ESI Izzue licence, order plates etc 0.0 0,00 5.00 25.00
Total time (minutes) 0.0 0,00 20,00 55.00
Plates £20.00
Time cost (£} £0.00 £0.00 £12.46 £27.00
£59.46
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Employee costs:
Staff Gross Pay
Car Allowances

Other costs:

IT Hardware

Equipment Purchase

Other Expenses General

Public Notices & Campaigns (Inc Advertising)
Survey Professional and Other Fees
General Office Expenses

Legal Costs

Mobile Telephones

Hackney Carriage Licences
Support Service Recharges

Income:

Fees - Hackney / Private Licencing
Fees - Other

Internal Recharges - Staff Admin

Net Expenditure/income(-)

Hackney
Private Hire Carriages Dual Drivers Operators Total
256,875.98 224,975.75 157,680.52 14,699.43 654,231.69
449.59 393.76 275.98 25.73 1,145.06
135.46 118.64 83.15 7.75 345.00
72.26 63.29 44.36 4.14 184.05
266.80 233.66 163.77 15.27 679.50
556.45 487.34 341.57 31.84 1,417.20
971.78 851.10 596.52 55.61 2,475.00
24.21 21.20 14.86 1.39 61.66
117.79 103.16 72.30 6.74 300.00
3.34 2.92 2.05 0.19 8.50
8,336.00 4,168.00 0.00 0.00 12,504.00
62,299.81 54,563.09 38,242.06 3,565.04 158,670.00
-1,346.16 -1,178.99 -826.32 -77.03 -3,428.50
-299,488.82 -262,296.71 -183,837.95 -17,137.91 -762,761.39
-1,172.22 -1,233.03 -933.91 -60.84 -3,400.00
28,102.27 21,273.21 11,918.95 1,137.34 62,431.77
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Initial equality impact assessment screening form

This form records an equality screening process to determine the relevance of equality to a proposal, and
a decision whether or not a full EIA would be appropriate or proportionate.

Directorate Environment

Service area Licensing

Proposal being screened Review of Fees and Charges — Hackney Carriage and
Private Hire Licences

Officer(s) carrying out screening Simon Fisher and Gareth Bentley

What are you proposing to do? The purpose of this report is to present a proposal to vary

the current fees and charges relating to the Council’s
hackney carriage and private hire licensing functions.

Why are you proposing this? What are the | To recover the cost of administering licences.
desired outcomes?

Does the proposal involve a significant No.
commitment or removal of resources?
Please give details.

Impact on people with any of the following protected characteristics as defined by the Equality
Act 2010, or NYC’s additional agreed characteristics
As part of this assessment, please consider the following questions:

. To what extent is this service used by particular groups of people with protected
characteristics?

° Does the proposal relate to functions that previous consultation has identified as important?

° Do different groups have different needs or experiences in the area the proposal relates to?

If for any characteristic it is considered that there is likely to be an adverse impact or you have
ticked ‘Don’t know/no info available’, then a full EIA should be carried out where this is
proportionate. You are advised to speak to your directorate representative for advice if you are in
any doubt.

Protected characteristic Potential for adverse impact Don’t know/No
Yes NO info available

Age

Disability

Sex

Race

Sexual orientation

Gender reassignment

Religion or belief

Pregnancy or maternity

Marriage or civil partnership

People in rural areas

People on a low income

ANIANEENENENENENENENENENEN

Carer (unpaid family or friend)

<

Are from the Armed Forces Community

Does the proposal relate to an area where No. Two reviews are underway considering this, with a
there are known inequalities/probable special focus on wheelchair accessible vehicles. These
impacts (for example, disabled people’s are currently under consultation. This report is only the
access to public transport)? Please give set the fees for administering the licences.

details.
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The proposal is to make no changes to fees relating to
wheelchair accessible vehicles.

On 21 February 2023, the Executive of North Yorkshire
County Council resolved to waive the fees relating to
wheelchair accessible vehicles until such time as an
Inclusive Service Plan is completed, and any
subsequent changes to the Hackney Carriage and
Private Hire Licensing Policy are implemented.

This approach was intended to encourage the provision
and retention of licensed wheelchair accessible
vehicles in North Yorkshire. The costs associated with
applications in respect of wheelchair accessible
vehicles have been subsidised by the Council’s general
fund (not by other licence holders) since 1st April 2023.

The formulation of a new Inclusive Service Plan is
underway with a view to identifying potential methods of
improving service provision for wheelchair users. Its
recommendations will be considered alongside the full
review of the Hackney Carriage and Private Hire
Licensing Policy.

The proposed review of licence fees recommends an
increase in relation to some licences and a reduction in
relation to others to account for changes in personnel,
salaries, overheads and operational service delivery,
but to retain the existing arrangements in relation to
wheelchair accessible vehicles to make the necessary
provision while the policy review progresses.

Will the proposal have a significant effect
on how other organisations operate? (for
example, partners, funding criteria, etc.). Do
any of these organisations support people
with protected characteristics? Please
explain why you have reached this conclusion.

No.

Decision (Please tick one option) EIA not Continue to full
relevant or v EIA:
proportionate:

Reason for decision

Signed (Assistant Director or equivalent)

Callum McKeon

Date

12/01/2026
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Initial Climate Change Impact Assessment (Form created August 2021)

The intention of this document is to help the council to gain an initial understanding of the impact of a project or decision on the environment.
This document should be completed in consultation with the supporting guidance. Dependent on this initial assessment you may need to go on
to complete a full Climate Change Impact Assessment. The final document will be published as part of the decision-making process.

If you have any additional queries, which are not covered by the guidance please email climatechange@northyorks.gov.uk

Title of proposal Review of Fees and Charges — Hackney Carriage and Private Hire Licences
Brief description of proposal The purpose of this report is to present a proposal to vary the current fees and charges relating to the
Council’s hackney carriage and private hire licensing functions.

Directorate Environment
Service area Licensing
Lead officer Simon Fisher and Gareth Bentley

Names and roles of other people | None
involved in carrying out the
impact assessment

OFFICIAL
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The chart below contains the main environmental factors to consider in your initial assessment — choose the appropriate option from the drop-

down list for each one.
Remember to think about the following.

o Travel

o Construction

o Data storage

o Use of buildings

o Change of land use

o Opportunities for recycling and reuse

Environmental factor to consider

For the council

For the county

Overall

Greenhouse gas emissions

No effect on
emissions

No Effect on
emissions

No effect on emissions

Waste

No effect on waste

No effect on waste

No effect on waste

Water use

08 abed

No effect on water
usage

No effect on water
usage

No effect on water usage

Pollution (air, land, water, noise, light)

No effect on pollution

No effect on pollution

No effect on pollution

Resilience to adverse weather/climate events (flooding,
drought etc)

No effect on resilience

No effect on resilience

No effect on resilience

Ecological effects (biodiversity, loss of habitat etc)

No effect on ecology

No effect on ecology

No effect on ecology

Heritage and landscape

No effect on heritage
and landscape

No effect on heritage
and landscape

No effect on heritage and
landscape

If any of these factors are likely to result in a negative or positive environmental impact then a full climate change impact assessment will be
required. It is important that we capture information about both positive and negative impacts to aid the council in calculating its carbon footprint

and environmental impact.
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Decision (Please tick one option)

Full CCIA not
relevant or
proportionate:

Continue to full
CCIA:

Reason for decision

This report only sets fees for licences. Individual operating licensing policies are agreed
separately. These are where El considerations are made. Please refer to the ongoing
review of Hackney Carriage and Private Hire Licensing Policy which considers the
Councils climate change duties.

Signed (Assistant Director or equivalent)

Callum McKeon

Date

12/01/2026
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North Yorkshire Council

Fees & Charges Policy

Introduction and Context

Income generation is an important part of the Council’s overall resources. Fees and charges
can help to achieve income to support frontline service delivery and future investment, can
influence customer behaviour and can help to ensure the council’s policy objectives are
achieved.

In total in 22/23 the former 8 councils in North Yorkshire expect to generate £113m from
discretionary fees and charges - 11% of total income budgeted for the year. An effective Fees
and Charges Policy will help to maximise income raised and lower the burden to Council Tax
payers of providing various council services, instead ensuring that where appropriate, it is
the direct users of these services that are paying towards the costs of these services.

The principle aims of this Fees and Charges Policy are to support future budget setting and
medium-term financial planning processes and to provide a framework for the Council’s
approach to charging for services.

With this in mind, this Policy has been developed, to provide Service Managers with a
centralised framework to consider when reviewing their fees and charges, helping to ensure
a consistent approach across the Council.

Scope
This Policy applies to:

¢ Non-Discretionary (Statutory) Services that a Local Authority is mandated, or has a duty
to provide, where charging is permissible in the legislation;

e Discretionary Services that a Local Authority has the power, but is not obliged, to provide
and may cost recover for providing such services.

This Policy does not apply to:

e Any service where there is no ability to cost recover (charge) for such services;

e Council Tax and Business Rates — local taxation charges are covered by separate
legislation;

e Fees and Charges that are set in statute and regulations, for example, Planning
Application Fees;

e Services that are free of charge at the point of delivery, under legislation, for example
domestic general waste collection;

e Contributions to the cost of care, as defined by social care legislation;

e Housing Revenue Account (HRA) housing rents — a separate HRA rents policy covers
these particular charges;

e Services traded through North Yorkshire Education Services (NYES) and

o Wholly controlled companies — as separate legal entities (within the NYC Group) fees
and charges are set separately in accordance with their approved objectives, business
plans and governance arrangements.

Roles and Responsibilities
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Within the Council’s Constitution, Directors are responsible for establishing and reviewing
fees and charges for their directorate in accordance with this corporate policy framework, the
legal framework which enables such charges and the approved budget envelope.

The Corporate Director of Resources is responsible for reviewing this policy and providing
advice and guidance for its implementation.

Objectives

With the ever-increasing budget pressures facing the public sector, it is important for the
Council to increase resilience and independence wherever possible. One of the main areas
this can be explored through is Fees and Charges.

In line with the Council’s savings requirements and commercial stance, it is vital to regularly
review the continuing provision of those discretionary services where the council is unable,
or unwilling, to recover the full costs of service. It is also important to ensure that where there
is an opportunity to introduce new fees and charges, this opportunity is investigated fully to
understand the implications of doing so.

The Fees and Charges Policy therefore has the following objectives:
Maximising consistency across services:

As part of local government reorganisation, there is a need to move towards a consistent
approach to fees and charges to ensure charges reflect service costs and are fair across the
whole of North Yorkshire. This Policy acknowledges that there will be different fees and
charges in operation across North Yorkshire as services work towards single operating
models. This Policy does not specify if, when or how the various fees and charges across all
8 former councils should be harmonised but as services are brought together, it provides a
unified set of principles for services to follow.

Any departure from the agreed Policy should be clearly documented and clearly explained.
A corporate list of fees and charges is maintained by Finance and will allow Directors and
Service Managers to record when a charge was last reviewed and what was considered. To
assist with this process, a Fees and Charges calculation tool/guidance has been developed.
(Link to Intranet)

Ensuring Fees and Charges are robust and up to date:

All fees and charges are to be reviewed on an annual basis. Whilst it is acknowledged that a
full review of each fee and charge implemented by the Council is not practicable each
financial year, it is considered that as a minimum the fees and charges already charged by
the Council are to be adjusted in line with inflation each year. This will ensure that any
inflationary change to the costs of providing a service will be matched by a corresponding
change to the charge made for the service. The inflation rate to be applied each year will be
notified by the Corporate Director of Resources as part of the budget setting process. All fees
and charges must be subject to a detailed review at least every 3 years.

Ensuring that Fees and Charges are clearly understood:

As part of the review of Fees and Charges, the cost of providing each service, and any
legislation pertaining to this service, is to be considered. As services start to work together
under local government reorganisation and budgets are re-worked, services will be better
placed to understand the costs of providing services and will help inform future decisions
around fees and charges. The Fees and Charges calculation tool will allow Directors and
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Service Managers to calculate the cost of providing a service and record any relevant
legislation and store this information for future reference.

Maximising Council income:

When reviewing existing fees and charges, or when considering the implementation of a new
charge, the charge should be set at such a level as to maximise the income received by the
Council. Please see (Link to intrant) for further guidance on the approach to use when
determining a fee and charge.

Service income budgets will rise in line with inflation in each year. As budgeted income
targets are set to increase, it is important for fees and charges to be regularly reviewed and
updated to help in meeting this increased level of budgeted income.

It is also important to ensure that fees and charges are reflective of the council’s costs of
service provision, to ensure that services are not being inadvertently subsidised without a
positive decision to this effect.

Implementation
The following costing approach to fees and charges should be adopted:

¢ When introducing or reviewing a fee or charge, the Council will follow one of three
models set out below.

e As a general rule, Fees and Charges should be aimed towards full-cost recovery,
including an appropriate share of corporate and departmental overheads.

¢ If the Council is unable, or unwilling, to recover the full costs of providing a discretionary
service, then as part of the annual review, the continued provision of this service should
be considered along with the rationale of the charging policy adopted.

¢ When finalising the costs of each fee and charge, consideration should be given to any
wider implications of setting the charge at the proposed rate, to avoid any unintended
consequences.

Costing Model Objective Key Considerations
1. Full Cost To cover the full costs of This is the Council’s default
Recovery | delivering the service charging method;
ensuring no element of Charges should recover the full
subsidy from local costs, including overheads,
taxpayers. capital charges and recharges;
2. Cost Plus | To cover the full costs of In limited circumstances it may

delivering the service
plus a margin to
contribute to re-
investment in services.

be appropriate to add a margin
to full cost recovery, for example
to contribute to re-investment in
services where the income will
not generate a surplus or profit
against the service in totality.
Guidance from Finance should
be obtained before considering
such charges
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3. Subsidised | To cover all or part of - The level of subsidy should have
the costs of service regard to the full cost of service
delivery with support delivery and there should be a
from local taxpayers. clear and agreed rationale for
subsidy

Fees and Charges should be benchmarked against other local authorities to help identify
potential best practice. When appropriate to the Fee and Charge in question, benchmarking
against other relevant competitors in the market should also be undertaken.

Each Directorate is responsible for ensuring that their Fees and Charges are appropriately
monitored and up to date. Each Directorate’s list of Fees and Charges is to be overseen by
the Directorate’s lead Finance Business Partner.

Annual reviews should consider the following factors:

¢ Inflationary pressures, and when a flat rate uplift might not be the most appropriate
option due to specific changes to the cost-of-service delivery;

o Service-level budget targets, with the context of council-wide targets and advice from
lead Finance Business Partners;

e Cost of administration;

e Scope for new charging areas, this might be entirely new discretionary service to
deliver, or existing services that are currently not charged for;

¢ Demand/volume and sensitivity to price changes;

e Use stakeholder engagement and comparative data, where appropriate, to ensure
that charges do not adversely affect the take up of services or restrict access to
services (other than where this is a desirable outcome).

If a decision is taken to not increase some fees and charges the budget shortfall that this
creates will need to be bridged through other operational and cost savings. Conversely, if
charges are increased above inflation this can contribute to Directorate savings targets.

Service users should be given a reasonable period of notice before the introduction of new
or increased charges and there may be a requirement to consult.

To ensure cost effectiveness and efficiency when setting and amending charging levels, the
following are to be considered:

o The desirability of increasing the Council’s market share e.g., temporarily reducing a
fee or charge in order to stimulate demand for a service, leading to increased income
generation;

¢ Obstacles to maximising full cost recover when providing the service;

e Future investment required to improve or maintain the service;

o If full cost recovery would require a sudden and large uplift and may reduce market
share, it may be prudent to phase-in that price rise over a longer period with a
temporary agreed discount;

e The desirability of reducing the uptake of a given service, i.e., raising charges during
peak times.

Once the review of existing fees and charges has been completed, or any proposal for a new
fee or charge has been developed, these will need to pass through each Directorate’s agreed
approval process before implementation.
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Further guidance is available as part of the Fees and Charges Calculation Tool.

Regularity of Review

The Policy is to be reviewed every four years as a minimum and any required amendments
will be subject to approval of the Executive.

Page 9T

OFFICIAL - SENSITIVE



Appendix A

This page is intentionally left blank

Page 92



Appendix A

Annex 6.1
How to calculate charges

This annex discusses how to calculate the cost of public services for which a fee is
charged.

Introducing a new or updated charge bearing
service

A6.1.1. Public sector organisations planning to set up or update a service for
which a fee may be charged shall ensure early engagement with Treasury.
Advice should be sought at the earliest opportunity if there are any variations on
the standard model. Proposed variations may be agreed in certain instances,
considering each on its merits. Each will need to be justified in the public interest
and on value for money grounds.

A6.1.2. Practical issues which organisations will need to consider when setting up
or refreshing a charge bearing service include: the definition of the service and
its rationale; the proposed financial objective (for instance, full cost recovery; 70%
of full cost plus a 30% public subsidy); how the service is to be delivered and
which organisation is to deliver it; whether the provider should retain any income
from charges; the proposed charging structure (for instance, a single service or
several sub-services). Organisations will also need to refer to the checklist in box
4.9 of factors to consider when planning policies and projects.

Measuring the full cost of a service

A6.1.3. With agreed exceptions, fees for services should generally be charged at
cost, sometimes with an explicit additional element to match the returns of
commercial competitors. So to set fees for public services it is essential to
calculate the cost of providing them accurately.

ABG.1.4. The main features to be taken into account in measuring the annual cost
of a service are set out in box AG.1A. Not everything in the list will apply to every

service and the list may not be exhaustive. It is important that the calculation is
comprehensive, including all relevant overheads and non-cash items.

A6G.1.5. So far as possible the calculation should use actual costs, where they are
known. For services just starting, there may be no alternative to using best
estimates, geared to estimated consumption patterns.

AG.1.6. Start-up costs which are capitalised in the accounts and the cost of fixed
capital items are scored in the accounts in full. These costs should be attributed
to the cost of the service as the depreciated value each year.

AG.1.7. Start-up costs which cannot be capitalised in the accounts are scored as
they are incurred. Such costs may be recovered through fees and charges by
spreading them over the first few years of service provision. It is also good
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practice to set fees to recover costs which cannot be capitalised in the accounts
and which have been incurred to improve efficiency and effectiveness so that
charges are lower or offer better value. This needs explicit Treasury agreement
and may require statutory backing.

A6.1.8. For services which are charged at different rates, the same procedure
should be used to set the different rates. That is, the cost of any premium service
should be objectively justifiable by its additional cost (e.g. where faster shipping
is offered); or conversely any discount should be justifiable by saving to the
supplier (e.g. using the internet rather than over the counter). Note, however,
that sometimes the legislation permits differential pricing unrelated to the
relative underlying costs — though even then there should be good policy reason
for the difference.

Box AG.JA: elements to cost in measuring fees

Accommodation, including capital charges for freehold properties
Fixtures and fittings

Maintenance, including cleaning

Utilities

Office equipment, including IT systems

Postage, printing, telecommunications

Total employment costs of those providing the service, including training

Overheads, e.g. (shares of) payroll, audit, top management costs, legal services,
etc

Raw materials and stocks

Research and development
Depreciation of start upstart-up and one-off capital items
Taxes: vat, council tax, stamp duty, etc
Capital charges

Notional or actual insurance premiums
Fees to sub-contractors

Distribution costs, including transport
Advertising

Bad debts

Compliance and monitoring costs

Provisions
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But not:
e Externalities imposed on society (e.g. costs from pollution and crime)
e Costs of policy work (other than policy on the executive delivery of the service)
e Enforcement costs92
e Replacement costs of items notionally insured

e Start-up costs (those which are capitalised in the accounts) and one-off capital
items

Financial objectives

A6.1.9. The standard approach to setting charges for public services (including
services supplied by one public sector organisation to another) is full cost
recovery. It normally means recovering the standard cost of capital, currently
3.5% in real terms. Some exceptions are noted in section 6.4.

A6.1.10. One other exception is commercial services, i.e. those services which
compete or may compete with private sector suppliers of similar services. These
should aim to recover full costs including a real rate of return in line with the
rates achieved by comparable businesses facing a similar level of risk. The normal
range of rates is 5-10% but rates as high as 15% may be appropriate for the very
highest risk businesses.

A6.1.11. Great care should be taken in pricing commercial services where public
sector suppliers have a natural dominant position. The market prices of
competitors will often be a good guide to the appropriate rate of return if there is
genuine competition in the market. Where there are limited numbers of buyers
and sellers in a market, it may be better to take other factors into account as well.
These might include past performance, the degree of risk in the underlying
activity and issues bearing on future performance.

Accidental surpluses and deficits

A6.1.12. Despite every effort to measure and forecast costs, surpluses and deficits
are bound to arise from time to time. Causes may include variations in demand,
in year cost changes, and so on. It is good practice to consider mid-year
adjustment to fee levels if this is feasible.

AG.1.13. It is also good practice to set fees to recover accumulated past deficits.
This may require statutory backing through a s102 order (see paragraph 6.3.3).

A6.1.14. Where significant surpluses have arisen, these should usually be refunded
to the payees at the earliest opportunity.

92 5ee HMT guidance on receipts
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/226421/PU1548_final.pdf
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o Have you received an email or call to take part in the LGA Perceptions

Survey? Find out more. (https://www.local.gov.uk/our-support/research-
and-data/have-you-been-approached-take-part-lga-perceptions-survey)

Local 18

Government

Association

LGA guidance on locally set licensing fees

This guidance aims to help councils to understand the full
breadth of issues that should be considered when setting local
licence fees in order to meet legal obligations and provide the
necessary reassurances to local businesses.

14 Dec 2023
10.74

Introduction

Councils are responsible for administering a range of licences and
approvals relating to both national legislation and discretionary functions
that are adopted locally. For the majority of these regimes the costs are
recovered through fees set by each council and paid by the licence
applicant. It is an accepted principle in relation to these functions that
those who benefit from the system (such as licence holders) should
cover the cost of it. Locally set fees are a vital means of ensuring both
that full costs can be recovered by each and every council, reducing the
risk of a subsidy from local taxpayers, and that businesses do not pay
more than they should.

Licensing decisions that are made by councils can face scrutiny from
businesses, the public and in the media, particularly in relation to fee
setting. Therefore, every council should ensure it sets fees in a legally
robust and transparent manner.
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This guidance aims to help councils to understand the full breadth of
issues that should be considered when setting local licence fees in
order to meet legal obligations and provide the necessary reassurances
to local businesses. It does not contain a fees calculator because this
assumes a uniformity of service design and associated costs, when it is
vital that councils are free to design services that best serve the needs
of their community and recover costs accordingly. Whilst this guidance
is focused primarily on licensing fees, the principles of good fee setting
apply equally to other fees set by council regulatory services (and
beyond) so officers working in those fields may also find this guidance
useful.

Key issues for consideration
Balancing the need for funding with a proportionate approach

Regulatory services are at the heart of councils’ approaches to
economic growth. Officers working in licensing, environmental health
and trading standards have regular interactions with businesses and
can therefore have an important role in helping them become
established and grow, at the same time as ensuring they adhere to
important safeguards.

To ensure that councils can promote growth and protect the public,
there is a need to ensure that licensing and wider regulatory regimes
are adequately resourced. This requires funding, and it is an accepted
principle that licensed activities should be paid for by those benefiting
from the licensed activity, rather than drawing on the public purse.

Where councils have the flexibility to set local fees, it is possible to
consider how resources can be focused on risk; whether business
support is effective; and how the burden of inspections can be removed
where it is not necessary. A streamlined approach to licensing will
ensure that fees are kept to a minimum and businesses can be
encouraged to prosper. However, councils should ensure they are
accurately setting their fees, including checking that the hourly rates of
licensing and other officers are correct and considering wider costs such
as administration or on-site costs, to enable full cost recovery.
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What are the Provision of Services Regulations 2009 and how do
they impact on locally set licence fees?

Whilst the detail of what may or may not be chargeable under a
licensing scheme is sometimes set out in individual pieces of legislation,
or is established through case law, councils need to be aware of and
comply with the Provision of Services Regulations 2009. These
Regulations have important implications for licence fee setting, and
there have been legal challenges to licensing fees based on the
Regulations in the past.

The Provision of Services Regulations protect UK businesses and
consumer rights by maintaining obligations on UK competent authorities
to ensure that their regulation of service activity through authorisation
schemes is proportionate, justified in the public interest and such
authorisation schemes are administered in a fair, accessible and
transparent way.

They were first introduced in 2009 and transposed the European Union
Services Directive 2006, which aimed to make it easier for businesses
to provide cross-border services with other European Economic Area
countries by lowering non-tariff barriers to trade. This included reducing
administrative and regulatory burdens on businesses providing a
service activity. The European Services Directive no longer applies to
UK law following the UK’s exit from the European Union. However, the
European Union (Withdrawal) Act 2018 preserved the Provision of
Services Regulations 2009 under UK law, so councils still need to
comply with the requirements of the Regulations. For example, the
principles of no profit-making, no cross subsidies between licence types
or leakage to the General Fund, taking forward deficits and surpluses
when deciding following years’ fee levels, and using fees to cover
enforcement costs where relevant domestic legislation allows still apply.

Councils should note that the Government has been conducting a
review of the Regulations and intends to reform the Provision of
Services Regulations using the powers within the Retained EU Law
(Revocation and Reform) Act.
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Further guidance about the Provision of Services Regulations is
available on the Department for Business and Trade’s website. (htt
ps://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/
uploads/attachment_datal/file/975587/provision-of-services-guidan
ce-march-2021.pdf) Councils should specifically note that the
Regulations do not apply to the licensing of taxis or gambling activities;
however, the principles remain a helpful way of providing a transparent
and business-friendly approach to licensing.

Principles of the Provision of Services Regulations

The general principles of the Regulations apply to the processes and
procedures applied by competent authorities (regulators and councils)
who administer authorisations schemes. These provide benefits to
service providers when seeking a relevant authorisation, such as a
licence, in order to establish their business.

The core principles of the Regulations — justified by an overriding
reason relating to the public interest (such as public safety, public
health or public policy); proportionate to the public interest
objective; clear and unambiguous; objective; made public in
advance; transparent and accessible — apply to fee setting and are
already practiced by a large number of councils with the aim of ensuring
a fair and transparent approach for local businesses and communities.

Councils should also ensure that the principle of non-discrimination
applies. When considering fee setting, councils should ensure that all
applicants are treated equally irrespective of protected characteristics,
location and/ or nationality. However, councils do have a discretion not
to impose a full cost recovery charge, provided this is to achieve a
legitimate aim.

The importance of this approach has also been established by case law
on taxi and PHV licensing which, although not covered by the
Regulations, illustrates an important precedent which councils should
adhere to. Cummings v Cardiff ruled that the charges within a licensing
regime for different categories of licence should not subsidise each
other; so, a surplus gained on hackney carriage licences should not
reduce the cost of a private hire vehicle licence. This can be logically
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extended to mean that the fees received under one licensing regime
must not subsidise fees charged under another. For instance, a surplus
generated by taxi fees must be reinvested back into taxi licensing and
not used to reduce the cost of, for instance, a scrap metal dealer’s
licence. Councils should also be aware of the R (Rehman) v Wakefield
case, which made it clear that driver enforcement costs cannot be
covered by vehicle licences, but they can be covered by driver licence
fees.

All councils should, therefore, ensure that they have individual, discrete
cost-calculations for each of the licensing regimes that they operate.
This may require a change in the way that some councils operate.

Administering payment of fees

Under the Provision of Service Regulations councils need to ensure that
details of any fees are easily accessible online, including the ability to
make payments online.

Councils should be able to separate out the cost of processing an initial
application from those costs associated with the ongoing administration
of a scheme, because this latter element cannot be charged to
unsuccessful licence applicants.

Hemming v Westminster

In Hemming v Westminster, the Supreme Court referred to the
European Court of Justice (ECJ) the issue of how the charges
were levied. The Court identified two different approaches to
charging fees:

(a) Whereby a council charged a fee upon application (covering
the costs of authorisation procedures) and a subsequent fee to
successful applicants (covering the cost of administering and
enforcing the framework) - the ‘type A’ approach.
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(b) Where a council charged a single fee on application covering
all costs, on the basis that the relevant proportion of the fee
would be refunded to unsuccessful applicants — the ‘type B’
approach.

The Court found the type A approach of charging two fees is
permissible under the European Services Directive and the
Provision of Service Regulations but felt that the type B
approach of charging a single fee was not compatible with the
Services Directive or the Regulations.

Therefore, licensing authorities should confirm that their fee structures
ensure that application fees relate solely to the cost of authorisation
procedures (the costs associated with reviewing an application and
granting / refusing a licence). Under the type A approach, successful
licence applicants should subsequently be charged an additional fee
relating to the costs of administering and enforcing the relevant
licensing framework.

Not all legislation in England and Wales permits councils to separate out
elements of the fee in this way. For instance, the Licensing Act 2003 has
nationally set fees, which constrains councils’ ability to adopt this
approach. It is therefore unclear whether a council could offer a refund
of the enforcement element if an application is refused under this Act:
the LGA view is that this is not possible, as the legislation requires that
the specified amount (fee) must be paid on application.

Nevertheless, despite these constraints, councils could consider
calculating the notional costs of administration and enforcement
separately and make applicants aware of the two elements to the fee. In
addition to meeting the transparency requirements of the Provision of
Service Regulations, this enables councils to examine the efficiency of
their internal processes and make improvements where necessary. The
process adopted and information available about this should be simple
and cost effective for both the council and businesses.
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Reasonable and proportionate

The Regulations also includes specific requirements that apply to the
charging of fees. Charges must be reasonable and proportionate to the
cost of the processes associated with a licensing scheme. Councils
must not use fees covered by the Regulations to make a profit or
act as an economic deterrent to deter certain business types from
operating within an area.

Keeping fees under review

Fees should be broadly cost neutral in budgetary terms, so that, over
the lifespan of the licence, the budget should balance. Those benefitting
from the activities permitted by the various licences should not, so far as
there is discretion to do so, be subsidised by the general fund.

To ensure that fees remain reasonable and proportionate it is necessary
to establish a regular and robust review process. This has particular
advantages in the early stages of a new licensing regime, where fees
have been set on best guess estimates of the number of applications
that will be received.

Annual reviews allow for the fine tuning of fees and allow councils to
take steps to avoid either a surplus or deficit in future years. This will not
immediately benefit licence holders where the licence has been granted
for a number of years and paid for in a lump sum, but will ensure new
entrants to the licensing scheme are charged appropriately.

Councils that divert fees’ income from the relevant licensing scheme to
fund other licensing work, or to fund other council activities, will be
breaking the law.

Where fees charged result in a surplus, both Hemming v Westminster
and Cummings v Cardiff stated that this surplus must be used to
reduce the fees charged in the following year. It is possible to extend
the reinvestment of the surplus over more than one year, but this will
need careful consideration about whether contributors may leave the
licensing system over that period and therefore lose out on the return.
Deficits can similarly be recovered, although where there is a significant
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deficit, councils may want to consider how recovery can be undertaken
over more than one year so as not to financially harm otherwise viable
businesses.

The case of R v Tower Hamlets LBC (1994) may also be of relevance,
as the High Court indicated that “a council has a duty to administer its
funds so as to protect the interests of what is now the body of council
taxpayers”.

Open route for challenge

In the interests of transparency, it is helpful to give an indication of how
the fee level has been calculated; the review processes in place and a
contact method for businesses to query or challenge the fees. Open
consultation with businesses and residents to design a local service,
including understanding the implications for fees, helps to provide a
robust answer to challenge.

It may also prove helpful to engage elected members in the scrutiny of
fees. They will use their knowledge as local representatives to consider
councils’ assumptions and challenge them where necessary.

What can be included in a licence fee?

Local authorities and organisations such as the LGA have previously
identified that cost recovery and charging models for chargeable
services is a key issue affecting the financial sustainability of regulatory
services, and this can in part be due to outdated charging

approaches. Councils should take a holistic approach to costs and think
about the total cost of putting an officer on the ground, and not just their
salary cost. As such, councils should consider the following elements
when setting licence fees. It should be noted that this list is for
consideration only, as councils may choose not to charge for all the
elements listed if they do not apply locally, or there may be additional
areas of work carried out during the licensing process that are not
included in this guidance.
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Individual pieces of legislation may also have specific items that may or
may not be chargeable under the scheme. The lists below will apply for
most schemes, but should always be checked against the relevant
piece of legislation. If councils have any concerns, they should seek the
advice of their in-house legal department.

More generally, when thinking about fees it is crucial that councils have
a clear understanding of what the hourly rates of their licensing officers
are. The LGA has a broad concern that councils often underestimate
the overall hourly rate of officers, and this can lead to councils not
recovering their costs.

Initial application costs could include:

Administration — This could cover basic cost of office
administration to process the licence application, such as
resources, photocopying, postage or the cost of handling fees
through the accounts department. This could also include the
costs of specialist licensing software to maintain an effective
database, and printing licences.

Initial visit/s — This could cover the average cost of officer time
if a premises visit is required as part of the authorisation
process. Councils will need to consider whether the officer time
includes travel. It would also be normal to include 'on-costs' in
this calculation. Councils will need to consider whether 'on-costs'
include travel costs and management time.

Third party costs — Some licensing processes will require third
party input from experts, such as veterinary attendance during
licensing inspections at animal related premises.
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Liaison with interested parties — Engaging with responsible
authorities and other stakeholders will incur a cost in both time
and resources.

Management costs — Councils may want to consider charging
an average management fee where it is a standard process for
the application to be reviewed by a management board or
licensing committee. However, some councils will include
management charges within the 'on-costs' attached to officer
time referenced below.

Local democracy costs — Councils may want to recover any
necessary expenditure in arranging committee meetings or
hearings to consider applications.

On costs — including any recharges for payroll, accommodation,
including heating and lighting, IT hardware and supplies and
services connected with the licensing functions. Finance teams
should be able to provide a standardised cost for this within
each council.

Development, determination and production of licensing
policies — The cost of consultation and publishing policies can
be fully recovered.

Web material — The Provision of Services Regulations require
that applications, and the associated guidance, can be made
online and councils should effectively budget for this work.

Advice and guidance — This includes advice in person,
production of leaflets or promotional tools, and online advice.
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Setting and reviewing fees — This includes the cost of time
associated with the review, as well as the cost of taking it to a
committee for approval.

Further compliance and enforcement costs could include:

[ Additional monitoring and inspection visits —
Councils may wish to include a charge for risk-
based visits to premises in between licensing
inspections and responding to complaints. As with
the initial licensing visit, councils can consider
basing this figure on average officer time, travel,
administration, management costs and on costs as
suggested above.

[l Local democracy costs — Councils may want to
recover any necessary expenditure in arranging
committee meetings or hearings to review existing
licences or respond to problems.

[ Registers and national reporting — some
licensing schemes require central government
bodies to be notified when a licence is issued. The
costs of doing this can be recovered.

Charging for action against unlicensed traders

Councils’ ability to charge for these costs as part of a licensing scheme
depends on the licensing scheme in question. In Hemming v
Westminster, the Supreme Court ruled that the Services Directive
made no mention of enforcement costs. Councils’ ability to charge these
costs to applicants for licences is therefore dependent on the UK
legislation.
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The Court ruled that licensing authorities are entitled under the Local
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1982 to impose fees for
the grant or renewal of licences covering the running and enforcement
costs of the licensing scheme; in this case, the licensing scheme for sex
shops.

Taxi and PHV licensing case law is clear that driver enforcement costs
cannot be covered by vehicle licences, but they can be covered by
driver licence fees. This was established by the R (Rehman) v
Wakefield case. The LGA believes that section 70(1) of the 1976 Act
makes it clear that the costs of enforcement against licensed operators
can also be recovered through a fee; however, the position on
recovering these costs is contested.

Home Office guidance under the Scrap Metal Dealers Act (https://w
ww.gov.uk/government/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-
supplementary-guidance),

Councils must have regard to this guidance (https://www.gov.uk/go
vernment/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-supplementar
y-guidance), which prevents the recovery of enforcement costs against
unlicensed dealers only. Great care must therefore be taken when
setting fees to check what is and is not permitted under that specific
licensing regime.

Unrecoverable costs

It is worth considering that the costs of defending appeals in the
magistrate’s court or via judicial review can be recovered through the
courts. Including these costs within the fee's regime could lead to
recovering the costs twice, which would be inconsistent with the
Provision of Service Regulations

R R

Use a surplus from  Include the costs of
one fee to enforcement against
subsidise another unlicensed traders

Check the relevant
legislation

Page 108

12 of 19


https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-supplementary-guidance
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-supplementary-guidance
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-supplementary-guidance
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-supplementary-guidance
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-supplementary-guidance
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/scrap-metal-dealers-act-2013-supplementary-guidance

Appendix A

R R

Calculate processing
costs and
enforcement costs
separately

Clearly communicate
to applicants the
elements that make
up the fee

Ensure fees are
determined by the
right person

Include staff on-
costs

Include training costs
for officers and
councillors

Further support

Allow fees income
to be drawn into
the council’s
general fund

Allow fee levels to
roll-over each year
without a review

Forget to ask the
courts to award
costs during a
prosecution

Include a condition on the
issued licence that requires
the payment of the
enforcement part of the fee,
where this is not charged
upfront

The practical approach to designing a local licensing service, allocating
costs accurately and considering legal implications can be a difficult
task; therefore, it is strongly recommended that licensing teams work
with their legal advisors and finance teams to make the best use of all

expertise.

In addition, councils should consider working collaboratively with
neighbouring authorities to provide mutual support. Working with other
councils and reviewing fees set by similar authorities can be an
extremely valuable way of ensuring that fees are not perceived to be
disproportionate by businesses.

13 of 19
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This document sets out high-level, over-arching principles for fee setting
that apply across most licensing regimes. It is always important to check
the specific details of the regime in question. The following links will take
you to relevant legislation or guidance for the most common licensing
regimes.

v Relevant guidance links

Licensing Act 2003 (//www.gov.uk/government/publications/alc
ohol-licensing-fee-levels )

Gambling Act 2005 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2005/1
9/section/212)and The Gambling (Premises Licence Fees)
(England and Wales) Regulations 2007 (http://www.legislation.g
ov.uk/uksi/2007/479/contents/made )

Scrap Metal Dealers Act 2013 (https://www.gov.uk/government/
publications/scrap-metal-dealer-act-2013-licence-fee-charges)

Taxis and PHV Licensing (Local Government Miscellaneous
Provisions Act 1976 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1976/
57/section/70))

Sexual Establishments (Local Government Miscellaneous
Provisions Act 1982 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1982/
30/schedule/3))

Street Trading (Local Government Miscellaneous Provisions

Act 1982) (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1982/30/schedul
el4)

Provision of Services Regulations 2009 (https://www.legislatio
n.gov.uk/ukdsi/2009/9780111486276/contents)
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Case law

15 0f 19

Hemming v Westminster

The Hemming_ v Westminster case (https://www.supremeco
urt.uk/cases/uksc-2013-0146.html) tested the degree to which
fees and processes must be proportionate, as well as the
administrative processes for calculating fees, in the context of
licensing sex establishments. The case established a number of
key points about setting fees under the European Services
Directive and Provision of Service Regulations.

The case has passed through a number of courts, including the
Court of Appeal and Supreme Court, with different elements of
the case being settled at different stages.

In 2013, the Court of Appeal ruled that the fees set must not
exceed the costs of administering the licensing regime. This
meant that the council was no longer able to include the cost of
enforcement against unlicensed sex establishment operators
when setting the licence fee. The Court of Appeal held that such
costs could not be deemed to fall within the EU Services
Directive 2006 and associated UK Provision of Services
Regulations 2009.

The Directive states that charges levied by a competent body on
applicants under an authorisation scheme must be reasonable
and proportionate to the cost of the ‘procedures and formalities’
of the scheme and must not exceed these costs. However, the
cost of visits to licensed premises to monitor compliance could
be recovered through fees.
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The judgement also found that the annual reviews were
conducted by an officer of Westminster City Council who did not
have delegated authority so to do, and that it was the Committee
that was supposed to set the fees. However, the judgement did
not suggest there was anything intrinsically wrong with an officer
undertaking this function provided the function has been
properly delegated (where it can be), and that the officer takes
relevant considerations into account. The judge rejected the
council’s submission that the fee had been fixed on an open-
ended basis in 2004 so that the fee rolled over from one year to
the next. Westminster City Council was consequently ordered to
repay fees charged over that period.

The judgement would have left Westminster, and potentially
other councils, liable to refund the proportion of sex shop licence
fees deemed to be unlawful, dating back to the introduction of
the Regulations in 20009.

Westminster appealed the Court of Appeal’s judgement on the
recovery of enforcement costs, and the case was heard by the
Supreme Court in January 2016. Other matters determined by
earlier hearings, such as the need to review fees annually and
the requirement for councils to ring-fence income from licensing
fees so that any surplus or deficit is carried forward to the next
year's budget, were not contested.

The council’s position that it was lawful for it to seek to recover
all enforcement costs was supported by the LGA, which
submitted written interventions to the Supreme Court. A range of
regulatory bodies, as well as HM Treasury, also submitted
written interventions in the case.
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The Supreme Court ruled that licensing authorities are entitled
under the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act
1982 to impose fees for the grant or renewal of licences
covering the running and enforcement costs of the licensing
scheme. Crucially, it reasoned that the European Services
Directive deals only with the issue of authorisation procedures
and fees relating to applications to exercise a service activity
(such as operating a sex shop).

Therefore, the Directive does not prevent licensing
authorities from charging those who receive licences, fees
that are proportionate to the cost of administering and
enforcing the licensing framework for that activity.

Cummings v Cardiff (https://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/241720
_86a9559ead8b44569ef0153631a1b766.pdf)

Cardiff Council had proposed a significant increase to hackney
carriage and private hire vehicle charges in July 2013.
Cummings and other claimants then challenged Cardiff City
Council by way of judicial review over the manner in which these
costs had been calculated. In 2014, Mr Justice Hickinbottom
granted the claim for the review on the grounds that:

 the level of fees set failed to have regard to and/or account

for any surplus or deficit generated in previous years dating
back to 1 May 2009
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 the level of fees set failed to account for any surplus or
deficit accrued under each of the hackney carriage and
private hire licensing regimes within the regime under
which they have accrued

« the level of fee set for hackney carriage licences in 2013
included part of the cost of funding taxi marshals for the
Council’s administrative area.

The Judge also made declarations that:

(1) Alocal authority when determining hackney carriage and
private hire licence fees under ss.53 and 70 of the LG(MP) Act
1976 must take into account any surplus or deficit generated
from fees levied in previous years in respect of meeting the
reasonable costs of administering the licence fees as provided
by ss.53 and 70 above.

(2) A local authority must:

» keep separate accounts for hackney carriage and PHV
licence fees under ss.53 and 70 of the LG(MP) Act 1976

« ensure that any surplus or deficit identified under each part
of the hackney carriage and private hire licensing regimes
is only applied to the part of the system from which it has
been raised/lost

« ensure that any surplus from one licensing regime shall not
to be used to subsidise a deficit in another.

Page 110

18 of 19



Appendix A

References

v References

R v Westminster City Council ex parte Hutton (1985) 83 LGR 516.

R v London Borough of Tower Hamlets ex parte Tower Hamlets
Combined Traders Association, 19 July 1993; [1994] COD 325 QBD
Sedley J. Although the decision was about the London Local
Authorities Act 1990, it would appear to have general effect as a
principle.

Page 11%

19 of 19



Appendix A

This page is intentionally left blank

Page 116



Appendix B

"PEOPLE (OPINION
JAYNE
Comedian’s queslt) oxhlis
torescue town pu ‘Is this what
PAGEI5 oo Nigel Farage
e would bring
S == : . . to (.)L.lrhown
Djokowcs repneve SLI e
in Australian Open
PAGES 25,26 PAGEI3
Yorkshire’s Natzanal Newspaper NEWSPAPER OF THE YEAR

E YORKSHIRE POST

_ yorkshirepost. co. uk e @yorkshlrepost Founded 1754 » Thursday January 29 2026

fc First female Archbishop makes history

| Plan aims
toend ‘the
postcode
lottery of
cancer care’

s ai m.s




UNCIL
:IACT1984-

fley, Leeds)
fic) Order 2026
2 electrical connection
e executed on or near
City Council has today
that: No person shall
along Grosvenor Road,
with Back Grosvenor
ial access to premises
naintained, The Order
bruary 2026 and will
| of 18 manths or until
le works are expected
-2026. K Krawczyk.

y, Leeds)
mit Restriction)

Jse works to facilitate
posed to be executed
lighway(s); Leeds City
he effect of which is
it any vehicle 1o travel

along Springs Lane,
yrth of its junction with
tres in'either direction.
on Monday 2 February
3 maximum period of

completed if earller,
ed by Friday 6 February
be in place 24 hrs per

set Terrace &

hllls, Leeds)

flc) Order 2026
because Gas Mains
oposed to be executed
y(s); Leeds City Council
of which will be that:
vehicle to travel along
e, Harehills, Leeds at
, diversionary route for
e available via: Dorset
. The Order shall come
ind will remain in force
or until the works are
)ected to be completed
| be in place 24 hours

ly, Leeds)

ific) Order 2026
)ecause service pipe
oposed to be executed
y(s); Leeds City Council
ake an Order, the effect
Il cause or permit any
[, Morley, Leeds, for its
r Street. The Order is
February 2026 and will
| of 18 months or until
e works are expected
. The closure will be in
602500282

because gas mains
oposed to be executed
yis); Leeds City Council
ike an Order, the effect
Il cause or permit any
3t; from its junction with
La East; 2. Runswick
and St; 3. Crosby St;
4, Shafton La; between
hew's St; from outside
lomestic St; 6. Ingram
th House. Diversionary
psure will be available
and from premises and
led. The overall Order is
vionday 2 March 2026
m period of 18 months
if earlier A Coultate.

lamsdale Road,
ihibition of Traffic)
:ause Yorkshire Water
roposed to be executed
y(s); Leeds City Council
ake an Ordey, the effect
| cause or permit any
Vethley, Leeds; at its
wreh Side. No person
avel along Church Side
at their junctions with
hicles affected by the
sted. Essential access
gency vehicles will be
zome into operation on
tergate is expected to
vd Is expected to be
he closure will be in
re of Bamsdale Road/
2 on 14 February 2026

S S T R e |

ENVIRONMENT AGENCY
Humber River Basin Management Plan
(Upper Costa Beck)
Notice of publication of a consultation on an update to the
programme of measures for the Upper Costa Beck, part

of the ‘Humber River Basin Management Plan' published
under the Water Environment (Water Framework
Directive) (England and Wales) Regulations 2017.
The Environment Agency will publish the consultation on
2 Fabruary 2026. The consultation aliows anyone with an
interest in Upper Costa Beck; the water environment or the
river basin planning process the opportunity to comment.
The consultation can be found online at https:/consult.
environment-agency.gov.uk/environment-and-business/
costabeck or can be found at our Beverley Office. The
consuttation runs until 9 March 2026, and any person may
make representations t us regarding the programmes of
measures by completing the online response form on the
website above. Altermnatively, representations can be made *
via e-mail o Yorks Correspondence YorksComespondence@
environment-agency.gov.uk or in writing to: Yorkshire
Correspondence, Enviranment Agency, Crosskill office,
Mill Lane, Beverley, East Yorkshire, HU17 JW.
For further information please contact National Customer
Contact Centre on 03708 506 506 (Mon - Fri 8-6).
Sue Longstone, Director of Opérations (North).

APPLICATION FOR A PREMISES LICENCE
UNDER THE LICENSING ACT 2003

Soho Gateshead Property Group Ltd are applying
for a Premises Licence at Soho Tavern Headingley
9 Weetwood Lane, Headingley LS16 5LT. If
GRANTED the application will allow: Sales of
Alcohol ON & OFF the Premises Monday —
Sunday 09:00 — 00:00.
Any person, who wishes to make a representation,
must do so in writing, preferably by email to:
entertainment.licensing@leeds.gov.uk or
alternatively by post to Entertainment Licensing
Leeds City Council Civic Hall Leeds LS1 1UR
Phone: 0113 378 5029, Representations must be
made in writing within 28 days from the date of this
notice by midnight on 17th February 2026.
It is an offence, under section 158 of the licensing
act 2003, to make-a false statement in or in
connection with this application. Those who make
a false statement may be liable on sumnmary
conviction to a fine of any amount.
PMB Licensing AUTHORISED AGENTS
07779351620 DATED 21st January 2026

We are looking for experienced
Fabricator Welders to join our team.

Billington Structures is one of the UK’s leading structural steelwork
contractors, delivering structural steel solutions for over 75 years.

Pay Rates:
« Days: Up to £16.74 per hour (additional £1.00 per hour enhanced rate}
+ regular overtime

= Nights: Up to £17.78 per haur (plus shift allowance)
ilocations: Wombwell & Shafton

Shifts: Day & Night shifts available

01226 340666 | . billingtcn.—'_stm_c_tq.;rgs.'co.uk

=Scon the OF code to view all ovaiigble positons.

Lane, Northallerton DL7 8AD; or by email to

objections.

£60; Change of registration - £60

Racecourse Lane, Northallerion DL7 8AD,

North Yorkshire Council, Hackney Carriage & Private Hire Licence
Fees. Notice Is Hereby Given that North Yorkshire Council, in
exercising its powers pursuant to section 70 of the Lacal Government
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976, proposes to vary the fees relating
to hackney carriage & private hire licences as detailed below. Any
representations or objections to the proposals may be submitted in
writing to: North Yarkshire Council, Licensing, County Hall, Racecourse

taxifeedback@northyorks.gov.uk - by no later than.26/02/26. If no
cbjections are received, the varied fees will take effect on 27/02/26. If

objections are received, a further date will be set (not later than two
months after first date above) for the variation to come into force with or
without modification as decided by the Couneil after consideration of any

Drivers - 1-year licence new - £255; 3-year licence new - £445; 1-year )
licence renewal - £135; 3-year licence renewal - £300

Vehicles - Hackney carriage new - £370; Hackney carriage remewal -
£310; Private hire new - £360; Private hire renewal - £305; Transfer -

Operators - 1-year licence - £250; 5-year licence - £655 -
Karl Battersby. Corporate Director, North Yorkshire Council, County Hall,

EXPLORE CAREERS.
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Hackney Carriage & Private Hire Licencing fee review consultation —
Email correspondence

e e e e e e e e e e v e v e e e e s e e o ol e e e e i o e e o v o ok ol ok ok e o e ke gk e ke e e e e e e e o e e i e o e e i o e e e e v e e e vl o ok o ke e e i ok e e e e e e e ek ek e de e e e e ek ke ok kA

Dear Taxi Licencing

| fully understand that the cost of living etc has gone up and thus our licences are expected
to increase too, but with the cost of fuel, maintenance of vehicles, road tax, even our water
bills (washing vehicles) etc also going up, the licence fees going up by such a large amount
is going to put a great deal of a strain on the industry. | feel that we need to be getting
"Better Value" for our money from the council, to justify this increase. As a private hire driver,
even though only for 6 months, | have seen a vast increase in out of town PH vehicles,
round the area. They are obviously wait to get another fare and not just taking their allowed
break after dropping off. They hang around near to Taxi ranks and social areas (eg pubs &
supermarkets), and are never seen to be challenged by the council/licencing officers.

The Taxi Rank on James Street needs new legal signage from NYC. Stop lorries and other
vehicles parking on the rank.

More of a presence of Licencing staff is needed on the streets, so that drivers & the public
can feel safer & listened to.

Most of the above issues can & should be rectified by NYC using the Licence Fee money,
and then the drivers would probably feel more like they are getting "better Value" for their
money/fees.

*kkkkkkkkkkhkkhkkhkhkhkkhkkhkhkkhkkkhkhkdhkhkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhkkkhkhkhkhkkhkkhkkhkkhkkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkkhhkhkhkhkhkhkkkhkik

Dear sirfmadam

I think the licence fees should not increase due to the following reasons:

1 There is a recession going on.

2 Too many licences being issued.

3 Profit margins lower due to inflation.

4 Too many out of area taxis taking the trade.

5 Already the fees are high enough compared to other authorities.

6 When fees increase then our fares should as well accordingly which they didn't.

*kkkkkkkhkkkhkkhkkkkhhkkhhkkhkkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkkhkhkhkikhkkhkhhhkkhkhkhkhhhkkkhkhkikhkikhkkhkkhkkkkhkkhkkkkkk

Dear Taxi Licensing Team,

Thank you, as ever, for the opportunity to “contribute” our views on the proposed fee
increase — a gesture we drivers have come to recognise as both ceremonial and
reassuringly predictable.

It is truly comforting to know that, despite rising operating costs, shrinking margins,
increased competition, and a general erosion of trade, the Council has identified the one
sector clearly awash with surplus funds: licensed taxi drivers.

We appreciate the delicate financial balancing act involved. After all, why burden inefficiency,
administrative expansion, or budgetary miscalculations when a captive, regulated workforce
offers such a dependable solution?
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May | also commend the timing. In an industry already absorbing higher fuel prices,
insurance premiums, vehicle costs, and compliance obligations, this proposal arrives like a
masterclass in fiscal empathy.

That said, | would respectfully ask:

» What demonstrable increase in service or efficiency justifies the higher fees?
* What cost-saving measures were explored before defaulting to drivers?
How does this align with supporting a struggling local trade?

Drivers do not object to fair, evidence-based adjustments. We merely hope consultations
might one day feel less like a courtesy announcement and more like a genuine dialogue.

Fhdkkkdkkkkdkdodkkkkkkkikkddddkikkidokkihkkkkkhkkidkkhkkkikkiidhiidkikidkkkiikddidhdddddedcdkie ki ki i kikdkkdkik ks

| write as a licensed driver to formally submit my objection to the proposed increase in taxi
licensing fees.

This representation is made respectfully, yet with genuine concern, as the proposed
adjustment carries significant implications for drivers, the local transport network, and the
travelling public.

1. Economic Pressures on Drivers

The taxi trade is presently operating under sustained financial strain. Drivers continue to
absorb escalating costs, including:

* Vehicle purchase and finance obligations

* Insurance premiums

*» Fuel expenditure

* Maintenance and compliance costs

Margins have narrowed considerably. Any further fee increases, however modest they may
appear administratively, compound these pressures and risk rendering the profession
economically unsustainable for many licence holders.

2. Proportionality and Reasonableness

While it is understood that licensing functions must recover legitimate costs, the principle of
cost recovery must be balanced against proportionality and fairness. Drivers respectfully
seek assurance that:

+ Only necessary and directly attributable licensing costs are being recovered

* All reasonable efficiency measures have been explored

« The increase is demonstrably justified by evidence rather than assumption

An increase should not be the default response absent transparent financial explanation.
3. Comparative Context

Fee structures should remain broadly consistent with neighbouring authorities operating
under similar statutory obligations. A material divergence risks placing local drivers at a
competitive disadvantage and may discourage retention and recruitment within the district.

4. Impact on Service Provision

Excessive cost burdens upon drivers may result in:
* Reduced numbers of licensed vehicles
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= Diminished availability at peak times
* Increased fares to passengers

Such outcomes would not serve the wider public interest, particularly for residents reliant
upon taxis for essential travel.

5. Consultation and Confidence

Meaningful consultation is central to maintaining trust between regulators and the licensed
trade. Drivers would welcome:

» A detailed cost breakdown underpinning the proposal

« Evidence of efficiency or budgetary review

« Consideration of phased or moderated adjustments

Conclusion

This objection is not advanced in opposition to regulation, but in support of balanced,
proportionate, and economically informed decision-making.

| respectfully ask that the authority reconsider the proposed increase, or at minimum provide
fuller transparency regarding its necessity and calculation.

e e e e v e e e T de e e FeTe e e Fe Rk T e s e e e e Je Fede e e Fe e Fe-de de-fedede e de e Fe e derdede e deFedede dededededededededede dedok de drk koo ke ek ok kK Rek ok koo dedek ke sk dokeodok

| write as a licensed driver to formally submit my objection to the proposed increase in taxi
licensing fees.

This representation is made respectfully, yet with genuine concern, as the proposed
adjustment carries significant implications for drivers, the local transport network, and the
travelling public.

1. Economic Pressures on Drivers

The taxi trade is presently operating under sustained financial strain. Drivers continue to
absorb escalating costs, including:

. Vehicle purchase and finance obligations
. Insurance premiums

. Fuel expenditure

. Maintenance and compliance costs

Margins have narrowed considerably. Any further fee increases, however modest they may
appear administratively, compound these pressures and risk rendering the profession
economically unsustainable for many licence holders.

2. Proportionality and Reasonableness
While it is understood that licensing functions must recover legitimate costs, the principle of

cost recovery must be balanced against proportionality and fairness. Drivers respectfully
seek assurance that:

. Only necessary and directly attributable licensing costs are being recovered
. All reasonable efficiency measures have been explored
. The increase is demonstrably justified by evidence rather than assumption

An increase should not be the default response absent transparent financial explanation.

3. Comparative Context
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Fee structures should remain broadly consistent with neighbouring authorities operating
under similar statutory obligations. A material divergence risks placing local drivers at a
competitive disadvantage and may discourage retention and recruitment within the district.
4. Impact on Service Provision

Excessive cost burdens upon drivers may result in:

. Reduced numbers of licensed vehicles
) Diminished availability at peak times
. Increased fares to passengers

Such outcomes would not serve the wider public interest, particularly for residents reliant
upon taxis for essential travel.

5. Consultation and Confidence

Meaningful consultation is central to maintaining trust between regulators and the licensed
trade. Drivers would welcome:

. A detailed cost breakdown underpinning the proposal

. Evidence of efficiency or budgetary review

. Consideration of phased or moderated adjustments
Conclusion

This objection is not advanced in opposition to regulation, but in support of balanced,
proportionate, and economically informed decision-making.

| respectfully ask that the authority reconsider the proposed increase, or at minimum provide
fuller transparency regarding its necessity and calculation.

dededededokkdedokdkdodokdkokdokododokokokdokdkdodokokok kdok dekkkkokkkokkkkkkkokdokkk ok kkdkkikkkkkkkdokdkdodkokkdkdokkkdokkkkdokddddokkdkkkkkkk

| write as a licensed driver to formally submit my objection to the proposed increase in taxi
licensing fees.

This representation is made respectfully, yet with genuine concern, as the proposed
adjustment carries significant implications for drivers, the local transport network, and the
travelling public.

1. Economic Pressures on Drivers

The taxi trade is presently operating under sustained financial strain. Drivers continue to
absorb escalating costs, including:

: Vehicle purchase and finance obligations
. Insurance premiums

. Fuel expenditure

. Maintenance and compliance costs

Margins have narrowed considerably. Any further fee increases, however modest they may
appear administratively, compound these pressures and risk rendering the profession
economically unsustainable for many licence holders.

2. Proportionality and Reasonableness
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While it is understood that licensing functions must recover legitimate costs, the principle of
cost recovery must be balanced against proportionality and fairness. Drivers respectfully
seek assurance that:

. Only necessary and directly attributable licensing costs are being recovered
. All reasonable efficiency measures have been explored
. The increase is demonstrably justified by evidence rather than assumption

An increase should not be the default response absent transparent financial explanation.
3. Comparative Context

Fee structures should remain broadly consistent with neighbouring authorities operating
under similar statutory obligations. A material divergence risks placing local drivers at a
competitive disadvantage and may discourage retention and recruitment within the district.

4. Impact on Service Provision

Excessive cost burdens upon drivers may resutt in:

. Reduced numbers of licensed vehicles
. Diminished availability at peak times
. Increased fares to passengers

Such outcomes would not serve the wider public interest, particularly for residents reliant
upon taxis for essential travel.

5. Consultation and Confidence

Meaningful consultation is central to maintaining trust between regulators and the licensed
trade. Drivers would welcome:

. A detailed cost breakdown underpinning the proposal

. Evidence of efficiency or budgetary review

. Consideration of phased or moderated adjustments
Conclusion

This objection is not advanced in opposition to regulation, but in support of balanced,
proportionate, and economically informed decision-making.

| respectfully ask that the authority reconsider the proposed increase, or at minimum provide
fuller transparency regarding its necessity and calculation.

e oo e e e e e e e e e v e T e T Fefe Fe dede e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e Ao o e de A dedek ok ek il ok ok dek ok ke dok b drk ek dek ke kdedek koo ek dedekeok

Hi, hope you are all well.

Firstly I'd like to say that | acknowledge how hard you guys work and that overseeing the
Taxi Trades rules, regulations and general running of things must be draining at times.

| myself have run a business before and | understand that certain financial decisions have to
be taken in order to continue to provide a top level service. But | would like to add that any
action should be followed by a fair and proper proposal to help drivers in this climate
incorporating the Yin and Yang principle.

| personally work for Uber now and for myself | would like to see an increase in how long my
vehicle can be used for, at the moment its up to 10 years but I'd like to see an increase to at
least 12 years.
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| believe that would be fair as surrounding Councils ie Bradford, Leeds and Kirklees allow
their vehicles up to 15 years and that seems unfair on us as they heavily operate in
Harrogate as well with Uber and in essence I'd be better off applying for a licence with a
different Council.

Now if the physics in mechanical erosion differ from other Councils when a NYCC Plate is
added then that's one I'd put to physicist Neil degrease Tyson but otherwise aslong as it
passes its compliance test it should indubitably be all good.

| know that there's leverage given to having a WAV or Electric Car but the negative aspects
for both of them are too many to list.

If any of the drivers are asking for a meter increase | can respect that also.

Thankyou for your time in reading this and also for the opportunity for us to make our views
known.

dekededodokkddekddkkdokkkdkdkkodokdekdedekdedkkd dekdokkdek ik kkk ok kg ok kkkh ki ki ddokkhddohkdodkkdkkdodokkkkhodkdkkkdkkkkhhhhhihihhhikikk

Good morning In reply to your email with a view to increase our licence fees Im am very
surprised you would decide to put our fees up in the current economic climate ! | an earning
50% less than | was before licensing control went into the remit of NYCC ! Im a hackney
carriage driver in Scarborough we have many more new hackney/ p hire drivers now with
the dereg of hackney plates they work private hire before 10pm when their fares are higher
& dont use their meters even though they are fitted which is illegal and has been reported
many times with nothing done! Yet licencing wants to put the fees up ! more money for
doing less ! Private hire earn their money and come on the ranks when it suits them there
are not even enough rank spaces in scarborough for all the plates that work locally | The
station forecourt has been closed for a year with no sign of it opening we are stuck further up
westborough past the station with no signage for train or passing trade even though we have
requested signage and are suffering with the lack of trade the fares go up massively after
10pm when It used to be midnight which was reasonable we have no work after 10pm and
licencing says we dont have to charge the fares but many drivers do charge it so people stay
away | The standard in the hackney trade is in great decline there is no dress code drivers
dont put plates in their vehicles dont get out to help customers etc hang around outside
station, casino ,take aways ,and licencing says thats fine while we sit waiting on official ranks
and licencing say thats alright when we report this anything we report gets ignored or told its
alright when we know its a breach of licencing laws | dont know if they are too busy or dont
care licencing should have been left in local control we have so many problems and now you
ask if you can put the fares up which im sure you will regardless ! No | dont think they should
go up because of the cost of living and what are we paying for a declining trade !

dedededededkededodokdodkdeodokdedodododododedededededededeok ke dede ke kede ke dededekedededode dede dededededodedede dededede dedededededededededede ke dededededededededededekedededede e d dededededededede e dedede ke ok

Following enquiries from LPHCA Members in your area, we have studied your proposed
increases for licensing fees, and out of courtesy, we have contacted you to advise that we
are unhappy, and we are also sending in a formal FOI request.

For your information, the LPHCA is examining how combined authorities (unitary controlled)
are performing, and we hope to identify positive outcomes, including reduced costs and
increased efficiency.

We are grateful that you have notified our members of your intention to increase fees;
however, we have a number of concerns we'd like you to address regarding the justification
for your Fee increases, without increasing the tariff rates needed to remain viable.

In the first instance, would you be kind enough to advise us why fare rates are not being
increased to enable operators and drivers to meet your increases, please? It would also be
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helpful to understand the rationale behind such increases, as other unitary authorities have

saved money and made efficiencies for licensees.

In the longer term | will be working with Licensing Authorities, the Department for Transport,

government ministers, The Institute of Licencing (lol) and The Licensed Trade to ensure that
that levelling up of authorities delivers reduced costs and increased efficiencies.

*kkhkkkhkhhkihkkkkkikkikkiikikkikkkkkkkhhikihkkihhkikikkihhkkkkkrkhikhidhiikikkkkkkkkkhkhkkkhkdhhkkrkhkkkikkkkkkksx

| notice that you are propposing to increase licence fees by approximatly 4% this i find quite
concearning when the service you offer has actually got worse! nobody can contact the
office directly by phone the only point of contact is by email and the it takes up to 5 days for
you to respond, If it is an important matter that is no good. Why can we not see a
representitive when required!

When a fare increase was looked at because of cost etc you ellected not to give drivers any
fare increase for the second year running.

How many times have enforcement officers been out on the street at night, and how many
time this next year will they be out, when they are out and word spreads around they are out
and it seems Taxi's seem to disapear off the rank which says to me some of the cars have
somthing wrong and these people need stopping. Again isn't this somthing that is included in
the licence fee.

NO FARE INCREASE, NO EASY REACH OF THE LICENCING OFFICE, NO
ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS ON REGULAR PATROL. NO LICENCE FEE INCREASE!

Has the decision already been made is this a waste of time not to worry local elections soon
to come round.

Kk khkkkhhikkiikihkikiikkikkikkkkhkkkirhkkkkkihkkhkkikkhkkkihhiihkkikkikkkkkkkkhkkidkikikkikihkihhkkkikihkikikik

Please ignore my previous feedback.

| didn’t see the renewal prices and | thought that our licences were going up to the new
licence costs, which would be unachievable on what | earn.

e e s e ke s e e e e s e e e e e e e e sk e s sl e e e e e e A R e e ek e A e e ek e e e ok R ke ek R ek el ke i ek ok ok ek ko dok e ko k

Hello,

| earn £10 an hour working self employed for a taxi firm in Filey. | will more than likely
struggle to earn more than my tax allowance this year working 37-40 hours per week. | am
finding paying the £485 amount for my three year licence recently a real struggle (this
amount includes the necessary medical and training).

If you go ahead with these price increases | will be forced to leave the industry.

| feel that | do a really good job transporting children with SEN and clients in Filey, providing
excellent customer service with a smile. But | will not be able to continue giving this service if
the council goes ahead with its plans.

Tk kkhkkikdokkhkhkikkkkikikkkkiikkikkhkihkhikhikhikhhkikikhkikkhkkikkikhikkkkkkkhkhkkkkkihhbkkkkkikhhkhikhhkhhkhkikk

| think the fees you are proposing are far in excess of what they should be I think the existing
fee are far too expensive all you are doing is feeding inflation his extra cost will be passed on
to the customers who are struggling as it is | really don’t think you live in the real world has
any one of you ever been a taxi driver? | don’t think so There is no minimum wage for self
employed taxi drivers the running cost are out of hand as it is | can not earn £12:00 per hour
| may take that but by the time you take off cost per sale | end up with about £5:00 per hour
and now you want to take more of that | live in Scarborough we can only charge as much as
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the market will pay and we are on or passed the limit now if | worked in York then the story
would be different | think you can not slap a county wide increase like you are proposing you
need to study the area as some of the better areas ie York can afford a small increase but a
lot of the areas realy need a decrease In conclusion | think you need to start again with your
costings and make them appropriate to the area they are to cover the county is far too big
and diverse for a blanket cost let alone a increase it just is not fair Please feel free to contact
me at any time and am always ready to discuss things like this Warm Regards

Fededodedekdedokdededododeodedeokodokodokodekokodeokekdokokokokdkek dek kkdokkkdokdokdkokkdokkkkkkkkkkkk ik kkkk ki ikkkkdhkkhidkhkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkk

| am a struggling taxi driver. We have gone from been a big cooperate company to a one car
team because of continuous rising cost, covid and allowing Uber to illegally operate without
any support to us from NYC taxi team. Uber sit about on every corner blatantly awaiting jobs
to come in even though they are mostly from Bradford, Leeds and Wolverhampton.

There is also no contact what's so ever from our taxi team even changing the email address
without informing us first. We cannot ring or speak to a person and the only contact we get is
negative emails telling us if something isn’t done we will be suspended.

The rank we sit on is an unsafe working space. | have been insulted and threatened with
violence on numerous occasions because people believe they have every right to walk or
park on there even when you ignore them they still get aggressive. | have been so close to
been run over with vehicles swinging on whilst I'm trying to get my customers baggage in the
car. What do the council do nothing.

So please tell me what are we paying extra for when you give us less and less.

All you will achieve is losing more Hackney drivers and bringing in more out of town private
hire illegally plying for jobs.

| still enjoy aspects of my job but it is getting to the point where the bad out-way the good
and out pricing us could be the straw that broke the camels back.

Fdedekkdekkhdkddkkddkkdkddodkdddkdkdekkdohdhdodokkdkdkkkkkdkdkdkkkkdkkkkdkkddkdkkhiikkkddokkkdkkdkikkdkkikkhkikkkkdkikkhk

Thank you for asking for feedback.
And I'm sure | along with most other drivers at this time feel the same way regarding the
current situation in Selby and North Yorkshire as a whole.

The trade in Selby has been decimated by Ubers from Leeds, Bradford, York, Wakefield,
Calderdale and Wolverhampton, any increase will be the final nail in the coffin for the drivers
who are trying to ride the waves of this storm.

| am also concerned as to the whereabouts that our licence fees actually goes, I'm aware a
fellow NYC driver has asked for these to be made available, these are of course ringfenced
purely for taxi purposes and as we haven't seen any enforcement officers supporting the
drivers on the streets in Selby against the out of town Ubers or for any parking infringements
that regularly occur in Selby, | and my fellow drivers feel that a decrease in the fees would be
more appropriate.

I'm happy to be proven wrong when all the expenditure etc has been released.

Fekdedkdokdokdokdhkkkkhdddkkdokdokddokkkkdkkikhk ik khkkkdkkdkkdkkdkdddkkdddkkikhkkdkiidhkkkkkkdkkdokkkdokdokdodokkdokdokkkkkkk

Dear Sirs. | read with interest the proposed new charges. As there is no corresponding
increase in fares

proposed | would be interested to know how the drivers are supposed to pay these without
suffering a drop in their income bearing in mind that inflation is still at about 4%. Is it the
councils intention to deliberately inflict a pay cut on the people who provide a public service
or do they wish to lower the standards of the Taxi workforce by reducing the earnings
potential and thus the calibre of drivers recruited. | would be very interested to understand
the reason behind this proposal.

Fekkdkdddkkdokdkkkdokkokkdokdehkdhhkkkihikkikkkikikkkkkikikikkkikkkkkkiihkkkkikkkkkkdkhikikikikhkrhhihhhikikikkkhkkikkkdkkik
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Dear sirs,

| was really surprised to find out that north Yorkshire was considering increasing the taxi
industry fares.

| know some people want a fare increase but in my opinion in this climate because of all the
free hackney carriage plates handed out and with Uber taking over the majority of taxi work |
think this wouldn't be helping.

| can't talk for other people but | know that | struggle to make ends meet as the moment and
it's getting worse rather than better.

Insurance prices are now ridiculous, fuel is expensive and so on.

People are leaving the industry which | completely understand as Peter and | are thinking
wether to renew our car/badges licenses. | am sure that we are not on our own.

dekdkkhkhiikhdihkhhkkrkkkkkkikikkikkkikkkkkikkkikkikhkikihkhkhkdhkkhkkhkkkkkkkkihhhikkhkikhhhkhihhihhkdhhikkhiikkikikk

Dear Licensing Team,
Good afternoon,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed increase in hackney carriage and
private hire licensing fees.

As a Hackney Carriage Driver, | feel it is unfair to raise licence fees at this time. Trade has
been very slow for many drivers, and we are already struggling to cover rising costs such as
fuel, vehicle maintenance, insurance, and general living expenses. Any further increase in
fees will only add more financial pressure to drivers who are trying to remain viable and
continue providing a reliable service to the public.

Many drivers have seen a significant reduction in work, and for some, these additional costs
could make it difficult to continue operating. | believe now is not the right time to increase
fees, and | would ask the Council to reconsider or delay any proposed rises until the trade
has recovered.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments.

e e e e s e e e e ek s e e e e e e e T e e e e e e e A e e o e et e g e e de e e e e e e e dedededededeode e ok dodoieodok kede ik bk ek ok dobeodedeodeokeok

Good afternoon,

Thank you for the email regarding the proposed changes to the fees for Hackney carriages
and private hire vehicles.

| would like to offer my objection to any price increases that you may be thinking of
implementing.

Times are hard in every walk of life and any proposed increase wouldn't be beneficial to
anybody at the minute.

I'd fike to ask, what do the fees go towards? What do the council use the money for and
what benefit would the increase mean in terms of what the money goes towards?

Thanks in advance.

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

To whom may concern,
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I am writing to formally raise concerns regarding the proposed changes to taxi and private
hire licensing fees put forward by North Yorkshire Council, and the cumulative impact these
changes will have on drivers and vehicle proprietors across the county.
The taxi and private hire industry continues to face significant pressure from rising fuel costs,
vehicle prices, insurance premiums, and the wider cost-of-living crisis. While some of the
proposed fee changes may appear modest when viewed individually, the combined effect of
increases across driver, vehicle, and administrative charges creates a growing financial
burden for those working within the trade.
This issue is particularly acute in areas such as Harrogate, where there are already
shortages of licensed drivers and increasing difficulty in maintaining adequate service levels.
These shortages affect residents, visitors, local businesses, and the wider local and visitor
economy. Any additional financial disincentives risk further worsening an already challenging
situation.
Driver licence fees (North Yorkshire)
Under the current fee structure, driver licence renewal fees are:
e £140 for a one-year renewal
o £285 for a three-year renewal
Under the proposed changes, these would become:
o £135 for a one-year renewal
e £300 for a three-year renewal
While the one-year renewal shows a small reduction, the three-year renewal represents an
increase of £15, adding to the overall cost pressures faced by drivers.
Vehicle and administrative fees (North Yorkshire)
The proposed changes also increase vehicle and administrative costs:
e Hackney Carriage vehicles
o New application: £365 — £370
o Renewal: £295 — £310
e Private Hire vehicles
o New application: £350 — £360
o Renewal: £290 — £305
« Administrative charges
o Transfer of vehicle ownership: £55 — £60
o Change of registration: £55 — £60
Operator licences (North Yorkshire)
« One-year operator licence: £240 — £250
+ Five-year operator licence: £650 — £655
Comparison with neighbouring authorities
When compared with neighbouring councils, North Yorkshire’s proposed fees remain higher
across several key areas.

» Leeds City Council operates a modular system, with a typical new Hackney Carriage
driver application costing around £325, Hackney vehicle applications around £240,
and vehicle renewals from £135.

» Bradford Metropolitan District Council charges approximately £81 for a one-year
driver licence or £199 for three years, with vehicle licence fees typically ranging
between £165 and £240 per year.

» Wakefield Council charges £186 for new Hackney Carriage vehicle
licences and £171 for renewals, with private hire vehicle renewals at £245, and no
charge for vehicle transfers.

o Durham County Council charges £84 for a one-year taxi or private hire driver
licence and £206 for three years, with joint licences at £288 for three years.

« City of York Council charges £273 for a three-year private hire driver renewal, with
private hire vehicle renewals at £207.
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These comparisons demonstrate that drivers and vehicle proprietors in North Yorkshire face
higher ongoing costs than those licensed by neighbouring authorities, despite North
Yorkshire often requiring higher local standards.

Wider impact

When viewed collectively, the proposed changes increase the overall cost of operating within
North Yorkshire. This comes at a time when the growth of ride-sharing and app-based
platforms has intensified competition within the sector, placing additional pressure on locally
licensed drivers operating under higher cost structures.

The practical consequence is that recruitment and retention of drivers becomes increasingly
difficult, risking reduced service availability for residents and visitors alike.

| respectfully urge the council to reconsider the scale and structure of these proposed fee
changes, and to engage meaningfully with the trade to explore alternative approaches that
support recruitment and retention while ensuring the licensing service remains properly
resourced.

Thank you for taking the time to consider these concerns. | look forward to your response.

FkkdkkkdokkkhkkEhikkkdkkiikdkkkkkkkkhikkidikikikikkkiikilkkkkhikhrihkdikhkkihkkidihkkhkkkkikkkikhkkkhikkkhkhkikiehkk

I'm writing to share my concerns about the proposed increases to hackney carriage and
private hire licence fees.

Like many drivers, I'm already dealing with higher fuel prices, rising insurance costs, and
increased vehicle maintenance expenses, all while trying to get by during a cost of living
crisis. What's hard to understand is how licence fees can be increased when fares are not
being increased at the same time.

This means drivers are being asked to pay more, but earn the same. From a driver’s point of
view, that simply doesn’t feel fair. We have no way of covering these extra costs other than
taking the hit ourselves.

| appreciate that the Council has costs to manage too, but it feels very one-sided when
drivers are expected to absorb higher fees without any consideration of fare reviews
alongside them. For many of us, this job is already becoming harder to sustain.

| hope the Council will reconsider this proposal, or at least take into account the real impact
this will have on drivers who are already under pressure.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

| understand price increase but just a thought if we don’t put expirey dates on plates we
would not have to replace them every year and would save the environment on plastic waste
and cost!

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

| am objecting to these increases , | am a one man band doing school contract only work, we
were forced to become private hire vehicles a few years ago now and pay the same rate as
operators doing private hire/taxi work. In these crippling times how are we expected to
maintain a reasonable living?

Its disgusting and daylight robbery, it needs looking into and a better system in place for
school contact only work.

e o e e e e e e e T e e o Fe Foe de e e A ek e ek e etk e R R R R A A Rk R e g dede e s e e ek e e ek e ke dedede ok desk i deododok deodedoieodedek o ek ok ek ook e deokok
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Dear Sir/Madam

It is absolutely disgraceful and unacceptable, the amount of increase that is being proposed,
which equates to nearly 4%.

The trade has been refused a tariff increase for two years now, and what with trade being
significantly cut due to the cost of living crisis and the influx of Uber decimating our trade,
income has been significantly reduced, so how can you expect drivers to be able to afford
this increase?

There has already been a significant reduction in vehicle numbers over the last year, and
that trend is set to continue going forward. You are pricing drivers out of the market.

A part of our licence fee is to cover enforcement, and yet we do not get this service from you.
We are told, "we are short staffed" "not got the time" this is a service we pay for. | have had
to work with Bradford council to supply this service, as you do not.

This proposed licence fee increase is unacceptable when you are not allowing drivers to
earn the money needed to pay for it, by continuously refusing requests for a tariff increase.
This cannot go in, you are destroying local taxi driver's businesses and they are being forced
to seek alternative employment.

Fekedededeodekdoddedded ok dodokkdokkdokdokdedeokdek ok ke ek kdedok kekededed ok gk ke ded dedod dodode de g dedededodede deokodedededededodeode ok kek ke k ke k ke k dekdodedokodek kokek keokedkokok kkkeok

| think more should be done about uber operating in the area breaking all the rules in the
book we have lost at least 50%of our work to them so putting the fee's up is going to finish
off a lot more taxi driver's you need to think more about the local businesses and stop
pushing us out

F*hkdhkkkdhkhkdokkkkikikkhkihhkikikkikdkikhdkidkdokhkkkdkkdtdioddkdkddikirkkiiddddkiddddk ik ik dddkdidirkiikiiikkikikk

| believe myself that if the license fee fees and tariff go up, we will struggle even more as
Uber have taken a big hit on the Selby area. | believe there is three Hackney carriage
vehicles that has already finished altogether. | really do not want to be another one? | do
believe you really got to be careful on this decision.

dekededededededeodeddedokdede ke ko kdedokokodedddedededededodededodedekok dode ke dededede dede s dededededededodedededededeokededededededok dedeke dedededekedkekok ek kok dekekeok ke e dekok ke ok k k k ke k kkk

Good morning.

Definitely no to the increase fees.

F*hddkdddodokdododekdododododkdekkkdodokdokdokkkdededdedek ke kdode kdedodok gk ko dokdedededede g dedodokeokdodkodedededode ok dededodok ke kdodekkedek dokedek dedkodk dedkok vekeok kokk kek ok ok

To who it may concern,

| find it absolutely staggering that the council is even considering putting charges up
whoever is in charge must have little or no idea of the current challenges facing the industry.
The council increased charges substantially when taking over from the district council and
we get less than we ever have done. | have had to chase even basic things up when
submitting documents eg not checking emails properly when applying for licences. We have
gained absolutely nothing by moving to NYCC except a poorer service than we had before
and that takes some beating.

We face daily Uber drivers plated cheaply elsewhere constantly ranking up in areas even on
the rank at times and yet we get no support whatsoever from NYCC. We have the James
Street rank that is not fit for purpose, the rank gets constantly blocked with people breaking
the law and also is not wide enough for the HGVs etc that use it, the council have been
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warned repeatedly this is a safety issue and when a serious accident does happen the
blame will be laid squarely at NYCC door.

| do not believe Hackney Carriage Vehicles will exist in Selby in the next 5 years unless the
council helps the industry instead of hammering in to the ground. A number of drivers have
already gone and myself and others are reviewing are options. The council will only have
themselves to blame when no wheelchair vehicles are available to the public because
councils like NYCC have let Uber go unchallenged, they break every rule in the book eg
returning to their licensed areas after dropping etc.

| have absolutely no confidence in NYCC licensing you go ahead with the increase and
hammer another nail in the coffin. | hope the council listens but having seen what's gone on
since NYCC took over the district council | doubt it.

The pictures attached are a daily occurrence.
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*kkhkkikkhkkkkkkkhkkkkkikkikkkkkkiohkkkkhkkdhkhkikikkkikikikkkkikkhkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkhdhkkkkkhkkkkhkkkikhhdk

Good afternoon,

I'm writing to share my concerns about the proposed increases to hackney carriage and
private hire licence fees.

Like many drivers, I'm already dealing with higher fuel prices, rising insurance costs, and
increased vehicle maintenance expenses, all while trying to get by during a cost of living
crisis. What's hard to understand is how licence fees can be increased when fares are not
being increased at the same time.

This means drivers are being asked to pay more, but earn the same. From a driver’s point of
view, that simply doesn't feel fair. We have no way of covering these extra costs other than
taking the hit ourselves.

| appreciate that the Council has costs to manage too, but it feels very one-sided when
drivers are expected to absorb higher fees without any consideration of fare reviews
alongside them. For many of us, this job is already becoming harder to sustain.

| hope the Council will reconsider this proposal, or at least take into account the real impact
this will have on drivers who are already under pressure.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

Kk kkkkhkERhkkkkkdhkkkkkkkkihihkiokkkikkkhkkihkiikikhhkhikkkrkkkkkkikikhkrrihkikkkkkkikhkhihkkkkkkkkkkhkhkkkkdrk

| am opposed to any raise in fees regarding the taxi business - do you realise how difficult it
is for us drivers at the moment !

Fuel prices , cost of living crisis and uber to mention just a few of the obstacles we have to
deal with on a daily basis.

My takings have halved compared to this time last year for putting the same hours in ! |
really do think the timing is very wrong of you .

Please reconsider raising fees linked to our industry

*kkkkkkik *hkkkkkihk *kkkkkkikk kkkkkkkisk kkkkkkhkkkhhk *kkkkkk Thkkkkkkkkkhkk *hkhkkdkkkhikhiik *kkkkkkihkk *okkdkkkkk

Good afternoon

Due to the current ongoing taxi business | object not to increase the proposed fees for
Hackney carriages and private hire licenses.

*************************************************t*****t*************************************************

you can not put our fees up ..

since you let uber into our town with cars registered in different areas of the country and
drivers that flout all the rules our takings have reduced dramatically

we pay fees to work in Harrogate , we run nice cars and drivers that are well
presented and customer attentive

some of the uber drivers are in Harrogate with some cars that are nearly 20 years old ,
and look in poor condition registered outside of north yorkshire,
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I am one of many that seriously thinking about not renewing my licence . as it has become
unaffordable to be a taxi driver or private hire driver in Harrogate with the fees and
regulations .

| have been a registered driver in Harrogate for over 40 years and am appalled by what i
have seen in the last  year or so

ek ddrdeddekdekdkdokdokododkdodkododokkkkokk ek ek dokkdoddkk ke k kkk ko khddkddokdokkdokkdkdk hd ik ki dekdk dedokdedodekdokdok kR kkk ke k kk kR hkkkkk

How can you justify increases in licence fees after letting uber operate in north yorks .Selby
is now flooded with them under cutting us in price sometimes by half. My takings are down
50% since the arrival of uber. My overheads are forever increasing and my takings forever
decreasing. With town centres in decline pubs closing and footfall down my taxi business is
soon becoming non-viable.

Feddeddodeodkdkdodededekdokdokdok ok kkdoddkkdoddodekkokdokokiddedodkdkdek ke dokokododedodkededede dodkodeddedodkededed deododededede gk dokhekkddokdod kokok dek ke dekokodede ek ke ek ek ek

| find these prices absolutely ridiculous and have no idea how you can justify them. There's
no wonder there is a shortage of drivers when you con them out of their hard earned wages.

This council needs a good shake down and reform.

Fekdekdeokoddkdkddokdokdedododkdokdokkdokdokkdokkkokdokkdokkdokk kkokkkkkkkkkhkkkkdok ik ko ki dhhkkdkkkhkkhkdkiokkikkk kb ki ki rkihikkk

Dear Licensing Team,
Good afternoon,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed increase in hackney carriage and
private hire licensing fees.

As a Hackney Carriage Driver, | feel it is unfair to raise licence fees at this time. Trade has
been very slow for many drivers, and we are already struggling to cover rising costs such as
fuel, vehicle maintenance, insurance, and general living expenses. Any further increase in
fees will only add more financial pressure to drivers who are trying to remain viable and
continue providing a reliable service to the public.

Many drivers have seen a significant reduction in work, and for some, these additional costs
could make it difficult to continue operating. | believe now is not the right time to increase
fees, and | would ask the Council to reconsider or delay any proposed rises until the trade
has recovered.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments.

dedededededeFede ke dedodededededodededededed e de ke ek dede v dedede de e dedededededede e dedededededede e e de b dededededede dekededededede dede dedededededede e dode dededededk dede de e de o e de dede o e de e dede dede ek
Hi,
In my opinion drivers are not making minimum wages due to many taxis from other

councils working in Harrogate and also Uber. Therefore please consider reducing the fees
for Hackney carriage and private hire licenses.

Kddekdedokkdokdokkdokdkdokkdkkdokkdokdkdkdkkdekhkkddddkdoddeokdododkddokkdokdokkododkdokdodok ok kokd dododkded ded dede g dede e g Rk dede ok dededeodededoke keokok

The way its going there won't be any taxis working fees going up and more ubers operating.
Ive been a cabby for over 20 years and in my opinion your killing the job.

Fedededededekdedededodkokodododekodeodododeokedeokk kekodokodkedeokdokdok ke dek kedok ook dekododedokdeddodkodododok ke kekdodkkedode ke ke dededkodode dedkok e dede ke ko gk ke do ok ko ke dode ke doke ke ke ok

Good evening

I'm writing to share my concerns about the proposed increases to hackney carriage and
private hire licence fees.
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Like many drivers, I'm already dealing with higher fuel prices, rising insurance costs, and
increased vehicle maintenance expenses, all while trying to get by during a cost of living
crisis. What's hard to understand is how licence fees can be increased when fares are not
being increased at the same time.

This means drivers are being asked to pay more, but earn the same. From a driver’s point of
view, that simply doesn’t feel fair. We have no way of covering these extra costs other than
taking the hit ourselves.

| appreciate that the Council has costs to manage too, but it feels very one-sided when
drivers are expected to absorb higher fees without any consideration of fare reviews
alongside them. For many of us, this job is already becoming harder to sustain.

| hope the Council will reconsider this proposal, or at least take into account the real impact
this will have on drivers who are already under pressure.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

Fkkkkkkhhkhhkhkkhikkkhkkiikkkkkkkihkkikhhkkkkikhkkhhkkhhhhkikikkkhkkkkhikikiinkkkkkkkhdidikihkikkikikikikkihkkhihi

Good afternoon,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed increase in hackney carriage and
private hire licensing fees.

As a Hackney Carriage Driver, | feel it is unfair to raise licence fees at this time. Trade has
been very slow for us drivers, and we are already struggling to cover rising costs such as
fuel, vehicle maintenance, insurance, and general living expenses. Any further increase in
fees will only add more financial pressure to drivers who are trying to remain viable and
continue providing a reliable service to the public.

Many drivers have seen a significant reduction in work, and for some, these additional costs
could make it difficult to continue operating. | believe now is not the right time to increase
fees, and | would ask the Council to reconsider or delay any proposed rises until the trade
has recovered.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments.

Rk dkhkkkkidkikkkkikkkhhkhkhkhkkkkkkihkrkirikkkhkrhikikhihkkikikhhihkikikhkikkkkhikkkihkkddkkkkikkkkkikkikihkkikikkyk

You cited the reason for not tarrif increase based on other areas been of similar prices, so
having looked at a few different councils around Yorkshire they seem to be similar or slightly
less. So why would you increase your fees and not give drivers similar increases we are all
business and have increased cost too so why do think this is acceptable for you to get and
increase and not us. | thought combining councils was going to reduce costs but all it seems
to have done is decrease the service you provide to us, for example taking longer to do
things like vehicle changes, with then costs us as we cant work while we wait weeks for new
licences.

I'm sure my concerns won't matter and you will still increase them but | just want to air my
views

I'm writing to share my concerns about the proposed increases to hackney carriage and
private hire licence fees.
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Like many drivers, I'm already dealing with higher fuel prices, rising insurance costs, and
increased vehicle maintenance expenses, all while trying to get by during a cost of living
crisis. What'’s hard to understand is how licence fees can be increased when fares are not
being increased at the same time.

This means drivers are being asked to pay more, but earn the same. From a driver’s point of
view, that simply doesn’t feel fair. We have no way of covering these extra costs other than
taking the hit ourselves.

| appreciate that the Council has costs to manage too, but it feels very one-sided when
drivers are expected to absorb higher fees without any consideration of fare reviews
alongside them. For many of us, this job is already becoming harder to sustain.

| hope the Council will reconsider this proposal, or at least take into account the real impact
this will have on drivers who are already under pressure.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

Fededededodkodedededededodededededodede ek kkdodok kokodeododededeodkodedededodededekededek ek dededeoke ke dedek dedede de e dededede g de dede e dededek de ok dededededek ok ke dokokodok dedokedeokedeokodedkeokekeokeok

Good evening

I'm writing to share my concerns about the proposed increases to hackney carriage and
private hire licence fees.

Like many drivers, I'm already dealing with higher fuel prices, rising insurance costs, and
increased vehicle maintenance expenses, all while trying to get by during a cost-of-living
crisis. What's hard to understand is how licence fees can be increased when fares are not
being increased at the same time.

This means drivers are being asked to pay more, but earn the same. From a driver’s point of
view, that simply doesn’t feel fair. We have no way of covering these extra costs other than
taking the hit ourselves.

| appreciate that the Council has costs to manage too, but it feels very one-sided when
drivers are expected to absorb higher fees without any consideration of fare reviews
alongside them. For many of us, this job is already becoming harder to sustain.

I hope the Council will reconsider this proposal, or at least take into account the real impact
this will have on drivers who are already under pressure.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

Fkddedkkkddedkdededdedekododdedokdokdcokokkodedodokdekdedeid deokodeodkododododedeodo dodkek ke dedeododeokdodededeokdedododk dede ke gk dedeodekedeodededek deokeode dededeodedodedeode kok kok ke koke ok ok ke kokok

Good afternoon,

I'm writing to share my concerns about the proposed increases to hackney carriage and
private hire licence fees it's absolutely outrageous in this current climate we are in

Like so many drivers, I'm already dealing with higher fuel prices, rising insurance costs, and
increased vehicle maintenance expenses, all while trying to get by during a cost of living
crisis. What's hard to understand is how licence fees can be increased when fares are not
being increased at the same time our measured mile went down when we merged to one
from seven councils Also no increase in fares in two years this seems very one sided
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This means drivers are being asked to pay more, but earn the same. From a driver’s point of
view, it's not feel fair. We have no way of covering these extra costs

| appreciate that the Council has costs to manage too, but it feels very one-sided when
drivers are expected to absorb higher fees without any consideration of fare reviews
alongside them. For many of us, this job is already becoming harder to sustain.

| hope the Council will reconsider this proposal, or at least take into account the real impact
this will have on drivers who are already under pressure.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

dhkkhhkkkkkhkkkrkkikihkkkkkhkkihkkhhkikkkhkkkkhhkkhkhkhrhikkkhkkkkkkhkkkiikihkdkikkkkikhikkkiikidhkkkikkkihk

| would like to express my disagreement with the proposed increase in fees for hackney
carriage and private hire licences. Many drivers are already facing significant financial
challenges, and an increase in fees would add further strain on our livelihoods. | urge the
council to reconsider this proposal in light of the current economic climate. | do many shifts
and struggle to earn minimum wage as a self-employed driver.

Have you considered increasing fares, too?

Thank you for considering my comments.

dhhhhkddkkkkkkhkkkkhkhkhhkhikkkkkkkkhihkrrikikkkhkkhkkhhkikrhhkikkhhkhkkhkkhkikikkhhiihkkhkkkkikkikikikhkkkkkkkikikkkkrk

Good afternoon,

I'm writing to share my concerns about the proposed increases to hackney carriage and
private hire licence fees.

Like many drivers, I'm already dealing with higher fuel prices, rising insurance costs, and
increased vehicle maintenance expenses, all while trying to get by during a cost of living
crisis. What's hard to understand is how licence fees can be increased when fares are not
being increased at the same time.

This means drivers are being asked to pay more, but earn the same. From a driver’s point of
view, that simply doesn't feel fair. We have no way of covering these extra costs other than
taking the hit ourselves.

| appreciate that the Council has costs to manage too, but it feels very one-sided when
drivers are expected to absorb higher fees without any consideration of fare reviews
alongside them. For many of us, this job is already becoming harder to sustain.

| hope the Council will reconsider this proposal, or at least take into account the real impact
this will have on drivers who are already under pressure.

Thank you for taking the time to read my comments.

s s e s e e e el e e e e s e e e e e e e e e e e v e e e e e e v e de i ke e de e Fe e de e dedede A e ok ek iR ek ek iRk ok ok ke ok ke ek de ek keodokok

good evening

with uber flooding the area does the council charge these companies for trading in the area
i've seen many uber vehicles parked up in various locations around the town waiting for
trade

is this permitted
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Dear Sir or Madam,
| am writing to object to the proposed increase in hackney carriage and private hire licensing
fees currently under consultation.

The proposed increase is particularly concerning given that fare increase applications from
the trade have been refused on two occasions. Those refusals have limited drivers’ ability to
absorb rising operating costs, while the proposed fee increase would impose a further fixed
financial obligation.

Licensing authorities are expected to act consistently, reasonably, and in a balanced
manner. Refusing fare increases while increasing licensing fees creates a clear imbalance
and places disproportionate pressure on licence holders. Without a detailed and transparent
explanation demonstrating that the increase is strictly necessary to recover licensing costs,
the proposal appears difficult to justify.

There is also a wider public interest consideration. Increasing regulatory costs while
restricting income risks reducing licence retention and service availability, particularly in rural
areas, which would ultimately disadvantage passengers.

For these reasons, | urge the Council to reconsider the proposed increase and to provide a
full and transparent justification.

dededeokdekkddh ke kdddkkkdkdkhkkdokdkdkkdokkhrrrrRERkkkdkdkkkkkdkdkdk ki dikikhiddikdkdkdkkikikikdkddkdokkikkkkkkhkikkikkiikkkik

| object to the proposed increase in hackney carriage and private hire licensing fees.
Drivers have faced substantial cost increases in recent years and have twice sought fare
increases to address this, both of which were refused. Increasing compulsory licensing fees
in these circumstances is inconsistent and places further unavoidable pressure on licence
holders.

Licensing fees should be cost-neutral and supported by clear evidence of need. The
consultation materials do not appear to provide sufficient detail to justify the proposed
increase.

| ask that the Council reconsiders this proposal and fully accounts for the cumulative impact
of previous decisions on the trade.

Fekdkdokkdokdokddokkokkkkihikkdkkhkkdkdokdkkkkikikikkiikkikkkkikkkkhkiikikhikddhikdiikiikiihkidkdiikihkkkdkdhikkikkikhkk

Dear Sir or Madam,
I am writing to formally object to the proposed increase in hackney carriage and private hire
licensing fees currently under consultation.

This objection is made on grounds of fairness, proportionality, transparency, and consistency
of decision-making.

The Council is proposing an increase of approximately 5.1% to licensing fees at a time when
licence holders have already absorbed substantial increases in operating costs, including
fuel, insurance, vehicle acquisition and maintenance, and regulatory compliance. Despite
these pressures, applications by the trade for fare increases have been submitted on two
occasions and refused on both occasions.

As a result, drivers have been left with no viable mechanism to offset rising costs through
income, while remaining subject to mandatory licensing fees set by the authority. In this
context, the proposed increase represents a further unavoidable financial burden and is, in
my view, unreasonable and disproportionate.
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Licensing fees must be set in accordance with the principle that they are cost-neutral and
limited to recovering the reasonable costs incurred by the Council in administering and
enforcing the licensing regime. Any increase must therefore be supported by clear, detailed,
and transparent evidence demonstrating that existing fees are insufficient for this purpose. At
present, the consultation materials do not appear to provide a sufficiently detailed cost
breakdown to justify a 5.1% increase, nor do they explain why such an increase is necessary
at this time.

Furthermore, there is a clear inconsistency in approach. If fare increases are refused on the
basis of affordability or public impact, it is logically inconsistent to impose a fee increase of
this magnitude on licence holders without fully accounting for the cumulative financial effect
of previous decisions. Such inconsistency risks breaching principles of reasonable and
balanced decision-making expected of a licensing authority.

The proposed increase also raises concerns regarding the wider public interest. Increasing
fixed regulatory costs while constraining earning potential risks undermining the financial
viability of licensed drivers, potentially leading to reduced licence retention, lower service
availability, and long-term detriment to both passengers and the local transport network.
For these reasons, | respectfully request that the Council reconsiders the proposed fee
increases, provides a full and transparent justification supported by detailed cost evidence,
and properly accounts for the cumulative impact on licence holders arising from the refusal
of fare increases.

| ask that this objection be formally recorded and given full consideration as part of the
consultation process.

B T T T R R b e &t o e e e et e S Lt

For those of you that know me personally, you will know that | don't beat around the bush
when it comes to service and money. When | go into a shop with my hard earned cash, |
expect the following:

Great service

Good customer support

A nice, clean environment to browse upon
Choice

Value

AND, Peace of mind that | have the right product.

| also expect this from NYC when it comes to:
Green bins

Waste

Council tax

Town and district services

CCTV

Traffic wardens

Policing

Social services

Safeguarding

Disability services

Health and safety

AND DARE | SAY IT, ANYTHING that involves local councils.

But what, actually, do | get as a taxi driver from NYC license fees.

Page 139

OFFICIAL - SFNSITIVE



Appendix C

This is where | would love to meet you guys face to face, as requested, on

numerous occasions, to show you the issues we have, but funnily enough there's never an
enforcement officer or licensing officer around to actually spend some time with. So if this
email actually gets to anyone of worth then | will be surprised. Gareth Bentley has already
told me that Selby James St taxi rank is FIT FOR PURPOSE. Well, | have a reply to that
comment, "it's only a matter of time before someone is injured or worse, it's only a matter of
time before a HGV demolishes something or gets stuck, It's only a matter of time before a
coach or double decker bus has to get the police out for banksmans purposes and it's only a
matter of time before a taxi gets written off or damaged due to the 100% unsafe nature of
James St.

Remove the risk, remove the incidents. It's very simple.

| have been asking for over 3 years to make James St in Selby safe, | have written to the
executive committee, | have spoken to the executive committee in Northallerton, | have
asked them and Mr Bentley plus others to meet me at James St to actually show them 1st
hand what WE as taxi drivers have to put up with.

We have absolutely NO policing, traffic wardens are just useless, not bothered, we ring them
and it's an answerphone in Harrogate, every single day we witness unsafe practices, driving,
illegal parking, illegal use of the taxi ranks by Uber (and yes we already report them to the
relevant licencing areas) we get abuse from biue badge holders when we ask them to move,
we can rarely get in the Rail station taxi rank ( for 3 taxis) we can't get one of my size taxi in
that space, that's if we can get in it.

We are surrounded by Uber, thanks NYC for giving them operators licences - check out what
Southend on Sea city council have just done less than 60 days into Ubers Ops Licence -
yeah check it out.

As far as | can see, you are wanting to put up licence fees, which of course, is a not for profit
department, yet you do not spend that income on supporting the trade. In fact, | cannot
remember the last time | saw a NYC enforcement officer in Selby or Tadcaster during the
day, let alone at night.

They would have a field day, just with some taxi drivers dress codes, or not moving up on
rank, leaving their vehicles ALL the time, far from it, I'M not a snitch, but then when
something is said NO ACTION IS TAKEN, but yet NYC expect me and my other HCV and
PH drivers to PAY for such awful support, no customer service, no apologies when so many
times you guys get it wrong (especially plate production with Mobo).

And if you are actually still reading this, why do | see Bradford and Leeds enforcement in
Selby more than | see my own paid officers. They come and do random spot checks on
cross border cars, | was told recently that 4 Ubers from Bradford were apprehended last
year, 2 drivers had out of date plates, 1 driver was banned and the other was 100%
compliant, thats 75% illegal trading in OUR area, that WE pay for.

And if | am getting through to you at all, please note that after a 4.99% increase in council
tax and a £52 charge for garden waste, people of Selby WILL not be able to afford a taxi
before long. We are constantly fighting Wolverhampton drivers (Yes | know they aren't
breaking the law - and YES! | have been talking to various MPs over this - because believe it
or not, they have listened and have taken my concerns back to Westminster) but our locals,
already getting screwed by the Labour government, will not be able to afford to go out. It
really is that simple - or I'll make it easier to understand.

2 people

2 Gins

2 Beers

Meal at La Palma
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= £130 and that's Selby

That was me last Friday night, | then had to work 19 hours on Saturday to be able to say, |
enjoyed last night, wish | could do it more often. | cancelled my New Years holiday to
Madeira as | didn't think January would be busy enough for me to sustain an earnings hit
when | got back, so | cancelled. Insurance on my WAV went up in December from £1800 to
£3100 with no claims. Tyres used to cost £150 a corner, in November | had to pay £184 a
corner, and before anyone says, let's put tariffs up, that will just drive the few customers we
have got left, away to Uber - and lets not forget that Uber drivers from Bradford,
Wolverhmpton, Leeds etc don't spend their money in Selby or North Yorkshire, unlike us as
NYC licenced drivers.

In my opinion, and you can tell, i'm pretty narked with the suggestion that you want to
implement an increase, by alienating the drivers that are still standing, all you will do is open
up the doors to more cross border drivers, in old clapped out shitty toyotas, NO WAV's non
English speaking, not compliant, not familiar with the local area and at that point THERE IS
ABSOLUTELY NOTHING NYC CAN DO ABOUT IT.

At the end of the day, the ball will always be in your court, but | please with you, this year at
least - please tread carefully.

Kk kkk A kR IIdhhkkhkikikikikikkiikdikkkkkrhrhikkihdhikriihkkkhkkhikkikiikkkkkikhkihikikikkkikkkikrkkkkkkikihiirri

The fees should be going down not up ,, all you are doing is take take take,,, even with
charging us extra for safeguarding courses ,, its a total disgrace ,, while you do absolutely
nothing at to safeguard your taxi drivers at all,,, no faith in licensing at all , a massive vote of
no confidence from me ,,, all your interested in is pound signs ££££,

o de e e e e e ek e oo de dede e e e o e de e de deFede e dede dedodede sk dede e de e ded e de i dedek s dedodedekdeod ko bk ok ke kR ek Ak ook ek kb ke ek ek ok ok

Date: February 2, 2026
Subject: Formal Objection to Proposed Fee Increases for Taxi and Private Hire Licensing

Dear Licensing Committee,

| am writing to formally lodge my objection to the proposed increases in licensing fees for
Hackney Carriage and Private Hire vehicles/drivers. My objection is based on the current
unsustainable economic climate within the local trade, specifically regarding market
saturation and diminishing driver earnings.

1. Market Over-Saturation

The number of licensed vehicles currently operating within the district has reached a point of
total saturation. There are far too many taxis and private hire cars competing for a finite
number of passengers. This "oversupply" means that drivers are spending significant
portions of their shifts idle, waiting for bookings that are increasingly spread thin across an
inflated fleet.

2. Financial Non-Viability

Due to the sheer volume of vehicles, individual driver income has plummeted. When the cost
of living, rising insurance premiums, and vehicle maintenance are factored in, many drivers
are struggling to earn even a minimum wage after expenses. Increasing licensing fees at this
time is a "double hit" that threatens the livelihoods of long-standing, professional drivers.

3. Lack of Justification for "Full Cost Recovery"
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While | understand the council operates on a cost-recovery basis, | urge the committee to
provide a transparent breakdown of why these increases are necessary. If the trade is
already saturated, the council is receiving a record volume of application fees. It is difficult to
justify why individual fees must rise when the total revenue from the sheer number of
licenses should already be covering administrative costs.

4. Impact on Service and Safety

By making it financially unviable to remain in the trade, the council risks driving out
experienced, local drivers. This leaves the market to be filled by "out-of-town" drivers or
those who must work dangerously long hours just to cover these new, higher overheads,
which ultimately impacts public safety.

Conclusion

| request that the Council freezes the current fee structure and instead conducts a
Cumulative Impact Assessment to address the over-provision of licenses in the area.
Increasing fees while the trade is "on its knees" is both unfair and economically short-
sighted.

| look forward to your response and hope these points are seriously considered by the
Licensing Committee.

Fddodekdokdeddokdodeodokkkkkdkkkkkkdkkkkdkkddhdkkidihkkkkkdkddkkkkkiikdhiiddkkhhkdkdkdkkkkdkiikhkikikihddikiiikikkikkkkkx

The immediate thought that came to mind is that NYCC refused to increase taxi fares only
recently but are now considering increasing their own fees.

With profit levels at their lowest for many years it does not make any sense at all.

To maintain a healthy taxi industry you need to work with us, not against.

khkdkkkdoddddodokdkkkdokkkkkhkdokdkdkkkkdokddikkhkkdkdkkdddkkkiddkdkddkkkdhkkkkddkkikdkkkkikdhkiiiikkikkihikikkkk

I dont think the fairs should be increased unless something is done about illegal parking on
the rank ie James st when we as drivers tell them all we get is abuse which in turn as much
as | love doing the job | may reconsider in the future no enforcement officers present during
the day or evening clear signs should be put up or even a apr camara were the council
would profit easily during the evening

A dddodkdededokododdokodededokodododedokdodeokdekodokokedkedodekedekeokedeodedeokokdodkok sk ke kdek Rk dokokodkok doke kodododedeokok ke koo dokdodokokdedkkok ke deokdedok kkk kkkkk kkkkk ke

Dear Licensing Team,
Good afternoon,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed increase in hackney carriage and
private hire licensing fees.

As a Hackney Carriage Driver, | feel it is unfair to raise licence fees at this time. Trade has
been very slow for many drivers, and we are already struggling to cover rising costs such as
fuel, vehicle maintenance, insurance, and general living expenses. Any further increase in
fees will only add more financial pressure to drivers who are trying to remain viable and
continue providing a reliable service to the public.

Many drivers have seen a significant reduction in work, and for some, these additional costs
could make it difficult to continue operating. | believe now is not the right time to increase
fees, and | would ask the Council to reconsider or delay any proposed rises until the trade
has recovered.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments.
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Fedkededkd e ke de kg A ded ke ke k ke k gk ok ke k k kk kR kkkkkkkhk ki i hdhdhkhdkidhkhikkkkkkkkkkhkihihkhkhkhkhkhhhkiikhkkhkkhkhrrhhhrk

Hi dear sirs

Please take into account that we are already facing challenges with uber arriving and
struggling to make a decent living. Our costs to maintain vehicles and the damage that is
caused to tyres and suspension due to road conditions has a big impact on what is left for us
at the end of every week

A further increase to our licsening fees will but additional strain on our expenses and make it
very difficult

Please re consider increasing our costs for licensing

Kk hkhkdhkihkkhhkihkihhhkhhikihikhkkkikikikihhkikhrihhkhkririhkrihkhhhkhkiiiikhirihkkkikkiikkkkiiiihdikkikkhikitiikhkihik

Hi, you want feed back well here you have what one driver thinks and in all honesty he
speaks for us all:

16:209 w7 €

< 2 A Work to cover taxi group X~

&3 2aonline

- =P
Today

Just got an email from NYCC
about new fees for drivers and
vehicles. 15110 &

[

| was just going to post exactly
the same thing and they're not
going up by small amount

16:58

To be honest unless we all

shout them scream and say no
because North Yorkshire

Council do absolutely nothing

to help us the adamant on

getting uber into North

Yorkshire they don't come out

they don't enforce anything the

risk assessment | asked them to

do at James Street | was lied to .
about saying they've done it |
when actually | know they they |

Gy haven't. 16:00

Swipe up to talk

o e e e e e e e e e e s e e e s i o e e o e sk o e i e sk ke o i e v ol e o o o e e ok o ek e ke ok ok sk ke e ok e de ek ek o ek ek e R R AR Rk ok e e dede ok ok ek e e ok

| personally think they are far too high presently and would like them reduced please.

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn *dkkkkkkkkkhkkkhkkhhkhkkikhkidhhhhhkhkhkhkhhhiihkkkkhhrhhkiris

Good afternoon
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| believe the change in cost are very reasonable as long as this gives enough funds to
enforce the cost of prosecuting licenced and unlicenced individuais who don't believe they
have to follow policy.

Kk dddddokddeokdeddkdodkdkdokiokdodiidkkdkokdkkidokkkikikkhhkkikdkkdkkiokkkkkkkkikikkkkdkikkkikkkkiiikikk

I am writing to formally object to the proposed changes to North Yorkshire Council taxi driver
licence fees.

I am deeply concerned that the new proposal will significantly increase the financial burden
on new drivers entering the trade. Under the current structure, a new three-year licence
costs £430, with renewals at £285 every three years thereafter. These fees were only
increased in April 2024, which is very recent in licensing terms.

Under the new proposal, the first year would cost £445, followed by £300 for every three-
year renewal. This means that the total minimum cost to obtain and hold a licence from start
to finish would be approximately £747 before a driver has even earned a single penny. This
is an extraordinary and unrealistic level of upfront cost for individuals seeking to work,
particularly in an industry where earnings are not guaranteed.

In practice, this financial pressure does not just fall on applicants, it is pushed onto
operators. Many operators already have to front these licensing costs for new drivers in the
hope that they will work for them and repay the fees over time. There is no protection,
support, or backing from the Council if a driver leaves, refuses to repay, or simply stops
working. This forces operators into a financial gamble with no safeguards whatsoever.

While | acknowledge that some one-year licence options appear to have decreased, |
believe this is counterproductive. North Yorkshire is already understaffed in terms of licensed
drivers, and encouraging shorter licence durations will only worsen recruitment and retention
problems in the long term. A stable, three-year licence structure should be promoted, not
discouraged.

| must also highlight that the quality of service from Licensing has deteriorated significantly.
In my experience, it is currently around a 50/50 chance that the correct details are printed on
a vehicle or driver licence when it is issued, leading to further delays, frustrations, and
unnecessary administrative work.

Additionally, there is an ongoing issue regarding DBS checks which is causing drivers and
operators further expense and delay. North Yorkshire Schools will not accept the DBS
obtained through Licensing, and Licensing will not accept the DBS obtained through North
Yorkshire Schools despite both being within the same authority. This results in drivers having
to apply and pay for multiple DBS checks unnecessarily, adding more cost and lost working
time.

Given all of the above, | strongly urge the Council to reconsider this proposal.
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Dear Licensing Team,

Good afternoon,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed increase in hackney carriage and
private hire licensing fees.

As a Hackney Carriage Driver, | feel it is unfair to raise licence fees at this time. Trade has
been very slow for many drivers, and we are already struggling to cover rising costs such as
fuel, vehicle maintenance, insurance, and general living expenses. Any further increase in
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fees will only add more financial pressure to drivers who are trying to remain viable and
continue providing a reliable service to the public.

Many drivers have seen a significant reduction in work, and for some, these additional costs
could make it difficult to continue operating. | believe now is not the right time to increase
fees, and | would ask the Council to reconsider or delay any proposed rises until the trade
has recovered.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments.
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Dear Licensing Team,
Good afternoon,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed increase in hackney carriage and
private hire licensing fees.

As a Hackney Carriage Driver, | feel it is unfair to raise licence fees at this time. Trade has
been very slow for many drivers, and we are already struggling to cover rising costs such as
fuel, vehicle maintenance, insurance, and general living expenses. Any further increase in
fees will only add more financial pressure to drivers who are trying to remain viable and
continue providing a reliable service to the public.

Many drivers have seen a significant reduction in work, and for some, these additional costs
could make it difficult to continue operating. | believe now is not the right time to increase
fees, and | would ask the Council to reconsider or delay any proposed rises until the trade
has recovered.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments.
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Dear Licensing Team,
Good afternoon,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed increase in hackney carriage and
private hire licensing fees.

As a Hackney Carriage Driver, | feel it is unfair to raise licence fees at this time. Trade has
been very siow for many drivers, and we are already struggling to cover rising costs such as
fuel, vehicle maintenance, insurance, and general living expenses. Any further increase in
fees will only add more financial pressure to drivers who are trying to remain viable and
continue providing a reliable service to the public.

Many drivers have seen a significant reduction in work, and for some, these additional costs
could make it difficult to continue operating. | believe now is not the right time to increase
fees, and | would ask the Council to reconsider or delay any proposed rises until the trade
has recovered.

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments.
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Maybe licensing sorting all the wrongdoings in the trade would be more appropriate than
rising fees. In a time where the trade is broken thanks to licensing and there

ignorance, fees should be lowered if anything.

The drivers | represent have zero confidence in licensing , and it's only getting worse.

Fdedokdedekkkdedodokkkkokdokdkdo ok dokkdedkdodokdekdokkkokkkdekkdok kg dokdok e kdkkkdokdod ke ddeokdkdkd k ke ko kkokokk kokkokkkk ki kkkkkdokkkkkkkkk
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