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RECOMMENDED that: 
 
A the Licensing Committee recommends to Full Council that the Vehicle Standards 

Condition agreed on 13 July 2017 relating to the prohibition of roof signs, be 
varied to allow the original condition as set out at paragraph 8 of this report to 
remain; 

 
B consultation takes place to inform a decision as to whether to further modify the 

Vehicle Standards Condition regarding roof signage on private hire vehicles and 
that officers make a further report in the forthcoming municipal year;  

 
C Officers collate any complaints received regarding the use of roof signs following 

the variation recommended at A and present a summary in the further report 
recommended at B. 

 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
1. This report deals with the implementation of the decision recommended by the 

Licensing Committee on 11 July 2017, to amend standard vehicle licensing 
conditions to prohibit the use of roof signs on private hire vehicles licensed by 
Harlow Council.  Full Council ratified the proposed amendments on 13 July 
2017. 

 
2. A supplementary report was presented to the Licensing Committee on 11 July 

2017 relating to Licensed Vehicle Standards.  Councillors were asked to give 
consideration to a number of responses received to a consultation (approved by 
the Committee on 22 November 2016 and 21 March 2017) and undertaken 
relating to potential changes proposed to the Council’s current Licensed Vehicle 
Licensing conditions.  Amendments to the Licensed Vehicle Standards 
Consultation process did not, at that time, include amending the condition 
relating to roof signs. 

 
3. As a result of communications between licensing officers and the private hire 

and Hackney trade, members of the Committee on 11 July 2017, were asked to 
consider the issue of roof signs.  During the same Committee meeting, a petition 



was presented by representatives of the Hackney Carriage trade regarding the 
display of roof signs by a large Harlow based private hire operator within the 
town. 

 
4. The Committee incorporated consideration of the petition and the roof sign 

Vehicle Standard Condition with the matters arising from the consultation.  As a 
result, information which might have been relevant to a decision was not 
available to Councillors at the time that the decision was made on the 11 July 
2017.  Had this information been before Councillors they might have reached a 
different conclusion, or reached the same conclusion but in the knowledge that 
they had been fully informed at the time the decision was taken. 

 
5. For the reasons given above the Committee is invited to reconsider the issue of 

roof signage on private hire vehicles. 
 

 
ISSUES/PROPOSALS 
 
6. Section 64(1) of the Transport Act 1980 states: “There shall not in any part of 

England be displayed on or above any vehicle which is used for carrying 
passengers for hire and reward but which is not a taxi: 

 
a) Any sign which consists of or includes the word ‘taxi’ or ‘cab’ whether singular 

or plural or ‘hire’ or any words of similar meaning or appearance to any of 
those words, whether alone or part of another word; or 

 
b) Any sign, notice, mark, illumination or other feature which may suggest that 

the vehicle is a taxi”. 
 
7. Section 48(8) Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 states: “A 

district council may attach to the grant of a licence under this section such 
conditions as they may consider reasonably necessary including, without 
prejudice to the generality of the foregoing provisions of this subsection, 
conditions requiring or prohibiting the display of signs on or from the vehicle to 
which this licence relates”. 

 
8. Prior to the Committee meeting on 11 July 2017, the condition relating to signs 

read: “Private Hire Vehicles shall not display signs using the words TAXI, CAB 
or FOR HIRE or any form of wording which may indicate that the vehicle is 
presently available for hire.”  There was no requirement for permission to be 
sought from the Council for any form of signage: licensees were required only to 
comply with the condition attached to their licenses.   

 
9. This condition was amended by the Council in response to the petition to prohibit 

the use of roof signs on Private Hire Vehicles.  No written reasons were minuted 
to support the decision made. 

 
10. The Council should have regard to the views of the general public, licensed 

drivers and licensed operators within the District of Harlow in order to reach a 



fully justified decision to propose a change to amend vehicle standards 
conditions.  Any such change must be considered ‘reasonably necessary’. 

 
11. Recommendations A, B and C above are therefore made which would rescind 

the decision made on 11 July 2017 to prohibit the use of roof signs until such 
time as the outcome of consultation is available. 

 
 
IMPLICATIONS 
 
Place (Includes Sustainability) 
As set out in the report. 
Author: Graeme Bloomer, Head of Place 
 
Finance (Includes ICT) 
None specific. 
Author: Simon Freeman, Head of Finance 
 
Housing 
None specific. 
Author: Andrew Murray, Head of Housing 
 
Community Wellbeing (Includes Equalities and Social Inclusion) 
None specific. 
Author: Jane Greer, Head of Community Wellbeing 
 
Governance (Includes HR) 
The Council, its Committees and Sub-Committees must make transparent, 
reasonable and lawful decisions in order to mitigate the risk of challenge to their 
decision-making process.  For Councillors to be able to evidence that the decision 
taken was reasonable, they should take into account all relevant evidence, give 
reasons and arrange for these reasons to be available in writing. 
 
The decision taken previously could be subject to challenge, as it transpires that 
information was not before Councillors at the time that decision was made.  In order 
to mitigate the risk of challenge to the decision-making process, it is right that the 
matter be brought back before the Committee for redetermination.  
Author: Amanda Julian, Legal Services Manager 
 
 
 
Background Papers 
None. 
 
 

 


