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REGULATORY AND APPEALS COMMITTEE 
 
29 FEBRUARY 2016 
 
Present:    
Councillors Klinkenberg (Chairman), Dennis (Vice Chairman), Prowse (for Hockin). 
 
Apologies: Councillors Austen, Cook and Hockin. 
 
Also Present:   
Councillor Bromell, Ward Member for Teignbridge North 
Mr Moors – Legal Adviser 
Mr Waddams – Arboricultural Officer 
Mrs Carpenter – Licensing Officer  
Mr McKenzie – Democratic Services Officer 
Mr Hayes – interested party 
Mrs Shapley – applicant 
 
 
340.   MINUTES   
 
  The minutes of the meeting held on 16 October 2016 were approved as a 

correct record and signed by the Chairman. 
 
341. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 
 Councillor Dennis declared a Paragraph 14 interest in relation to the Tree 

Preservation Order regarding trees at Pathfinder Village, Tedburn St Mary, by 
virtue of being a close associate of the Agent to the landowner and objector. 
Councillor Dennis took no part in the determination of this matter.  

 
342.  HACKNEY CARRIAGE VEHICLE LICENCE EXTENSION 
 

The Legal Adviser introduced all parties present and outlined the procedure for 
the meeting.   
 
The Licensing Officer introduced the vehicle being considered and advised 
that the vehicle had incurred 4 advisories following its MOT, contrary to what 
had been advised in the agenda report.  These related to two tyres, corrosion 
and a broken speaker, all of which were rectified.  Following a taxi test, the 
vehicle passed with no advisories. 
 
Mrs Shapley submitted that her company took pride in their vehicles they used 
and operate a policy of one vehicle, one driver which reduced opportunities of 
misuse or additional wear and tear.  All vehicles were maintained to a high 
standard at Dolbears garage.  Many operators were attempting to contend 
with the current financial climate with new vehicles incurring increased costs.  
Given the vehicles good condition, she could not warrant replacing it.   
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All vehicle licences are issued annually and Section 48 of the Local 
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 provides that vehicle 
licences may only be in force for a maximum period of one year.  
 
The Hackney Carriage and Private Hire Policy provides that vehicles being 
presented for subsequent licensing are required to be under 10 years old. 
However the Council has discretion to continue to licence vehicles which are 
older than ten years provided that the Council is satisfied that such a vehicle is 
in a good condition and good state of repair, and provided that it passes the 
appropriate testing standard. 
 
At this juncture, Members adjourned to inspect the vehicle. 
 
Upon reconvening it was 
 
Resolved 
 
That  
 
Vehicle HN55 YYZ Ford Galaxy is granted a Hackney Carriage Vehicle 
Licence Extension subject to the vehicle passing a six monthly vehicle 
Inspection Test.  

 
Reason for Decision  

 
Following an inspection of the vehicle, Members are satisfied with the state of 
repair and condition of the vehicle on this occasion. It currently has an MOT, 
and passed its taxi test 

 
The Committee considers that the usual six monthly test is required in 
accordance with the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976. 

  
Subject to this condition the Committee is satisfied that the vehicle is suitable 
for the travelling public. 
 

343. THE DISTRICT OF TEIGNBRIDGE (PATHFINDER VILLAGE, TEDBURN ST 
MARY) TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 2015 

 

Note:  Councillor Dennis declared a Paragraph 14 interest by virtue of being a 
close associate of the Agent to the landowner and objector to the provisional 
Tree Preservation Order. Councillor Dennis took no part in the determination 
of this matter. 

 
The Legal Adviser reminded Members the application had been considered at 
its meeting on the 1 February with a decision deferred to enable the 
Arboriculturalist to attend the site with the applicant’s agent.  Between them 
they had agreed on the number of the trees and a revised amenity score had 
been given.  Discussion was undertaken as to whether the order should be 
that of an Area or Group Preservation Order. 
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Following publication of the revised Committee Report, the applicant’s agents 
had expressed concern that Members had not convened a site inspection.  It 
was the Legal Adviser’s view that whilst it was in the gift of Members to 
request a site inspection should they feel that to be of benefit to them, they 
were not obliged to undertake one.  The agent’s had also suggested that 
historic Certificate of Lawfulness of Existing Use or Development and planning 
consents existed for the site.  He advised that a search of the Council’s 
planning systems found over 90 entries with the word Pathfinder in the title 
and therefore it would take some time to extrapolate the correct information to 
confirm these assertions. 
 
It was the Aboriculturalist’s view that a Woodland order would be more 
appropriate for the site. 
 
Mr Waddams proposed that Members do not confirm the Tree Preservation 
Order in its current form. 
 
In its place, he would be serving a woodland preservation order which would 
provide protection for 6 months.  It would be for the Committee to confirm or 
refuse the order towards the end of that period should any objections to it be 
received. 
 
Following questions from Members, the Aboricultural Officer confirmed that 
any desire to remove or manage trees falling within the woodland order would 
require an application to be made to the council which would be looked upon 
favourably. 
 
At this juncture, Members adjourned to consider their decision. 
 
Upon reconvening, it was 
 
Resolved 
 
That the tree preservation order is not confirmed. 

 
Reasons for Decision  
Members had listened to the advice of the Council’s Solicitor and 
Arboriculturalist and were content that allowing the provisional tree 
preservation order to lapse was in the best interests of the site in question.  
Members noted that a new woodland order would allow a further period of 
protection for 6 months and would look at the merits of whether or not to 
confirm it should be brought back to Committee for consideration in the future. 

 

 
ANNA KLINKENBERG 
Chairman 


