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Minutes of the meeting of the Licensing Committee held on 14 
February 2018 from 7.00 pm to 8.33 p.m. 

Present: Jim Knight (Chairman)* 
Ginny Heard (Vice-Chairman) 

Michelle Binks 
Richard Cherry 
David Dorking* 
Bruce Forbes 

Steven Hansford 
Christopher Hersey* 
Margaret Hersey* 
Jacqui Landriani 

Anthea Lea 
Gary Marsh 
Howard Mundin 
Geoff Rawlinson* 
Peter Reed 

* Absent

Also Present:  Councillor Webster. 

APPOINTMENT OF VICE-CHAIRMAN FOR THE DURATION OF THE MEETING 

Councillor Heard noted that in the absence of the Chairman she would chair the 
meeting and nominated Councillor Marsh to be Vice-Chairman of the Committee for 
the duration of the meeting. This was agreed unanimously. 

1. TO NOTE SUBSTITUES IN ACCORDANCE WITH COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE
4 – SUBSTITUTES AT MEETINGS OF COMMITTEES ETC.

None.

2. TO RECEIVE APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE.

Apologies were received from Councillors Knight, Rawlinson, Dorking and Chris
Hersey, Margaret Hersey.

3. TO RECEIVE DECLARATION OF INTERESTS FROM MEMBERS IN RESPECT OF
ANY MATTER ON THE AGENDA.

Councillor Binks declared a personal interest as the holder of a Premises Licence at
Adastra Park Hassocks..

4. TO CONFIRM THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE HELD ON
10 MAY 2017.

The Minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 10 May 2017 were confirmed
as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

5. TO CONSIDER ANY ITEMS THAT THE CHAIRMAN AGREES TO TAKE AS
URGENT BUSINESS.

None.

6. APPLICATION OF A NEW PREMISES LICENCE.
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Paul Thornton, the Senior Licensing Officer introduced the report which gave an 
overview of the process to apply for and determine a new premises licence and a 
variation to an existing licence. 

A Member asked whether a Designated Premises Supervisor needed to renew their 
licence every ten years. The Senior Licensing Officer told the Members that to be a 
DPS they must hold a Personal Licence which in the past required renewal every 10 
years however legislation had changed meaning licence holders no longer needed to 
renew. 

In response to a query from a Member about costs being awarded against the 
Council, the Senior Licensing Officer informed Members that Mid Sussex District 
Council had a decision appealed in 2007 in the Magistrates Court. This cost the 
Council £4500 however the premises had now handed back its licence.  

A Member asked how broad the term entertainment was when considering an 
application. The Senior Licensing Officer stated that the term was defined as 
‘regulated entertainment’. For example if a premise advertises or sells tickets for live 
or recorded entertainment then this would constitute ‘regulated entertainment’. 
However if a premise already holds a premises licence it is covered for regulated 
entertainment between 8:00am and 11:00pm. 

Tom Clark clarified that the Liquor Licensing Panel was made up of three Members 
and the only restriction would be that a Member could not be part of the Panel if the 
application was located in their District ward. He also explained that the reason for 
this report coming to the Committee was that some Members felt that the whole 
Committee needed to be more informed about the application process. Members 
were asked to express their interest in being part of the Liquor Licensing Panel to the 
Democratic Services Officer.  

The Chairman highly recommended to the Members of the Committee that they 
attend the next Panel and that they would all be notified when the next Panel is 
taking place. 

The Senior Licensing Officer introduced the Current trends section of the report. 

A Member queried whether a post-mortem meeting had taken place after the ‘Little 
Mix’ concert at the South of England Showground. The Senior Licensing Officer 
confirmed that a public meeting had taken place as well as private meetings between 
MSDC and the organisers. 

A Member asked that if a minimum price of alcohol were introduced would it fall on 
MSDC as the principal licensing authority to enforce the change. The Senior 
Licensing Officer confirmed that it would fall under the jurisdiction of either MSDC or 
Trading Standards. However the minimum price of alcohol would usually be included 
in the conditions of any application if it were to be introduced.  

The Chairman allowed Councillor Webster the Cabinet Member for Community, who 
was not a Member of the Committee to speak and he highly recommended that 
Members join the Liquor Licensing Panel. This was echoed by the Solicitor to the 
Council and those Members who were already part of the Panel. 

The Chairman noted no more Members wished to speak so moved the Committee to 
the recommendation to note the report which was agreed unanimously. 
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RESOLVED 

The Committee notes the report on Applications for a New Premises Licence. 

7. UPDATE TO LICENSING COMMITTEE FOLLOWING INTRODUCTION OF
PENALTY POINTS SCHEME AND 10 YEAR RESTRICTION ON LICENSING OF
TAXI AND PRIVATE HIRE VEHICLES.

Jon Bryant, the Licensing Officer introduced the report which updated the Licensing
Committee on the introduction of Penalty Points Schemes, which had been well
received by the Trade. He also updated the Committee on the 10 year restriction on
the Licensing of Taxi and Private Hire Vehicles policy that had been recently
introduced. There had been a large increase in the amount of Hackney carriage and
Private Hire vehicles under 8 years old since the policy had been introduced.

The Licensing Officer confirmed to Members that through the Penalty Points Scheme
points would stay on their licence for 2 years. However the amount of points on a
drivers licence would not be made available to the public.

A Member of the Committee who was also a Member of the Licensing Sub-
Committee A informed the Committee that the introduction of the scheme had been
an informative tool for the Sub-Committee.

A Member who was also the Chairman of the Licensing Sub-Committee A informed
the Committee that there had been productive meetings with Yvonne Leddy, the
Business Unit Leader for Building Control and Environmental Health regarding
sanctions that could be imposed on drivers that don’t comply with MSDC standards.
He invited Members to attend future Sub-Committee A meetings but he did remind
them that anything discussed at the Committee would be strictly confidential.

The Licensing Officer informed the Committee that drivers would have to receive 12
points on their licence before they would be referred to the Sub-Committee. He also
noted that some conditions in the Mid Sussex District Council Taxi Licensing Policy
were taken from the Hackney carriage byelaws and weren’t subject to change by the
Committee. In response to a Member’s question he notified the Committee that
drivers would have to apply to the Council for an exemption to not carry guide dogs
due to illness or pathological fear.

The Licensing Officer went on to introduce the Vehicle Age Restriction Policy section
of the report. He told the Committee that currently there were 154 Hackney carriage
vehicles and 235 Private hire vehicles in the District. In response to a question from a
Member he informed the Committee that a Hackney carriage did not need to be pre-
booked whereas a Private hire did need to be pre-booked.

A Member informed the Committee that after the introduction of the Policy there had
only been 1 application to the Sub-Committee for a vehicle over 10 years old. That
application was refused by the Sub-Committee.

Officers told the Committee that the Unmet Demand Survey would be coming to the
Committee for its 3 year review. The survey allows for the Council to defend its cap
on Hackney carriage licences if the decision was taken to appeal.

The Chairman noted no more Members wished to speak and thanked the Officers for
the report.
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11. QUESTIONS PURSUANT TO COUNCIL PROCEDURE RULE 10.2 DUE NOTICE
OF WHICH HAS BEEN GIVEN.

None. 

Yvonne Leddy, The Business Unit Leader for Building Control and Environmental 
Health informed the Committee that there would be licensing training in the near 
future and that it would be separated into two sessions, taxi licensing and liquor 
licensing. She also notified the Members that an update to the Animal Welfare 
regulations would be coming to the Committee as well.  

Chairman. 
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Minutes of the Annual meeting of the Licensing Committee 
held on 9 May 2018 from 7:12 p.m. to 7:14 p.m. 

Present:  
Michelle Binks Christopher Hersey Gary Marsh 
Richard Cherry Margaret Hersey Howard Mundin 
David Dorking Jim Knight Geoff Rawlinson 
Bruce Forbes Jacqui Landriani Peter Reed 
Steven Hansford Anthea Lea 
Ginny Heard 

* Absent

1. ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN

Councillor Heard nominated Councillor Knight as Chairman of the Committee for the
2018/19 Council year.  This was seconded by Councillor Anthea Lea and agreed.

RESOLVED

That Councillor Knight be elected Chairman of the Committee for the 2018/19
Council year.

2. APPOINTMENT OF VICE-CHAIRMAN

Councillor Knight nominated Councillor Heard as Vice-Chairman of the Committee
for the 2018/19 Council year, which was agreed.

RESOLVED

That Councillor Heard be appointed Vice-Chairman of the Committee for the 2018/19
Council year.

3. APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO LICENSING SUB-COMMITTEE A

RESOLVED 

That Councillors Forbes, Heard, Landriani, Lea and Marsh be appointed to Licensing 
Sub-Committee A. 

4. URGENT BUSINESS

None.

Chairman. 
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6. PRESENTATION OF HACKNEY CARRIAGE UNMET DEMAND SURVEY

REPORT OF: Tom Clark, Head of Regulatory Services 

Contact Officer: Jon Bryant, Hackney Carriage & Private Hire Licensing Officer 
Email: jon.bryant@midsussex,gov.uk Tel: 01444 477076 

Wards Affected: All 
Key Decision No 
Report to: Licensing Committee 2nd July 2018 

Purpose of Report 

1 The purpose of this report is to state the results of the survey commissioned 
to establish whether there is currently a significant unmet demand for 
hackney carriages.  

Summary 

2 Currently the Council restricts the number of Hackney Carriage vehicle 
licences to 154. 

3 Section 16 of the Transport Act 1985 allows an Authority to refuse an 
application for a Hackney Vehicle licence if, but only if, they are satisfied that 
there is no significant unmet demand for taxi services in the area to which the 
licence would apply. In the event of a challenge to a decision in Court to 
refuse a licence the Council has to establish that it had, reasonably, been 
satisfied that there was no significant unmet demand. 

4. The Best Practice Guidance issued by the Department for Transport in 2010
recommends that an Unmet Demand Survey is carried out every three years.
The last survey reported at the end of 2014.

Recommendations 

5 Members are requested to recommend that the Council continues its 
policy to limit the number of licensed Hackney Vehicles at 154 based on 
the results of the survey. 

_________________________________________________________________ 

Background 

6 By virtue of the Town Police Clauses Act 1847, The Local Government 
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 and The Transport Act 1985, the Council 
is required to administer and enforce the activities of Hackney Carriage and 
Private Hire Operators throughout the district. 

7 A Local Authority has the power to limit the number of hackney carriages 
within its area, but only if it is satisfied that there is no significant unmet 
demand for hackney carriage services. Local authorities that restrict the 
number of hackney carriages are recommended to carry out an unmet 
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demand survey at least every three years. 
8 The current number of Hackney Carriage vehicle licences that have been 

issued by the Council is 154. The numbers have been limited to 154 since 
2004. 

9 Unless the Council formally regularly reviews the limitation of hackney 
carriage licences policy by way of an unmet demand survey, the Council may 
be open to legal challenge from persons wishing to apply for a hackney 
carriage vehicle licence. 

Conclusions in the report 

10 The main conclusion of the report is that there is no evidence of any unmet 
demand which is significant at this point in time. The present limit on vehicle 
numbers continues to provide benefit to the public. 

11 There is a need for a new hackney rank in the centre of East Grinstead 

12 The introduction of Sections 165/167 of the Equality Act 2010 by the Council 
appears to have provided benefit to those needing wheelchair accessible 
services and is best practice. 

13 There remains strong evidence that further benefit will occur from the 
application of the forthcoming livery policy. 

Policy Context 

 13       The commissioning of the unmet demand survey is carried out pursuant to 
powers conferred by the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 
1976 as amended, and the Transport Act 1985 which places a duty on the 
Council to carry out its licensing functions in respect of hackney carriage and 
private hire vehicles. 

Risk Management Implications 

14 In accordance with the Council’s risk management strategy, consideration 
has been given to the potential risks associated with the recommendations 
set out in this report. The Council may be open to serious legal challenge 
and the resulting costs involved from persons wishing to apply for a hackney 
carriage vehicle licence if they do not adopt a policy based on the results of 
the recent survey. 

Equality and customer service implications 

15 The survey finds that there are adequate hackney carriages to meet current 
customer needs, including an appropriate level of wheelchair accessible 
vehicles to meet current need and legislative requirements. No other equality 
impacts have been identified. 

Background papers 

16 Mid Sussex Unmet Demand Survey - report February 2018  
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i Unmet demand survey 2017 

Executive Summary 
This Unmet demand survey 2017 has been undertaken on behalf of Mid 
Sussex District Council following the guidance of the April 2010 Department 
for Transport (DfT) Best Practice Guidance document, and all relevant case 
history in regard to unmet demand. This Executive Summary draws together 
key points from the main report that are needed to allow a committee to 
determine from the facts presented their current position in regard to the 
policy of limiting hackney carriage vehicle licences according to Section 16 of 
the 1985 Transport Act. It is a summary of the main report which follows and 
should not be relied upon solely to justify any decisions of a committee, but 
must be read in conjunction with the full report below. 

Licensed vehicle operations across Mid Sussex appear very healthy with good 
levels  of customer satisfaction.  The area tends to see different operational 
styles in the four areas. East Grinstead tends to see separate hackney 
carriage and private hire operation, Hassocks little hackney carriage 
operation and both Hayward’s Heath and Burgess Hill see mixed hackney 
carriage and private hire fleets but with most people considering they are 
served by hackney carriages, as most are.  The main concern in the area is 
the reliance of the hackney carriage fleet on ranks dependent on 
supplementary permits not under Council control. 

At present, Mid Sussex District Council restricts the number of hackney 
carriage vehicles to 154. This current policy limiting hackney carriage 
vehicles appears to provide overall public benefit mainly in terms of stability. 
The level of unmet demand observed is not significant which provides the 
option of retaining this limit, at the current level, and being able to defend 
this if challenged. In fact, the level of unmet demand has reduced to the 
extent there is no off-peak passenger delay observed which sets the formal 
index to zero. 

The council ranks all show smaller levels of demand with about half of them 
now operating mainly in response to telephone bookings, albeit serviced by 
hackney carriages which can and do supplement the bookings by being able 
to wait at ranks or be hailed.  

The application of Sections 165 and 167 of the Equality Act appears to have 
brought public benefit and is best practice. There remains strong evidence 
that further benefit will occur from the application of the forthcoming livery 
policy, as long as this is supported by a strong publicity exercise. 
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1 Unmet demand survey 2017 

1 General introduction and background 
Licensed Vehicle Surveys and Assessment (LVSA) is a joint venture between 
CTS Traffic and Transportation Ltd (CTS) and Vector Transport Consultancy. 
These two companies have hitherto been the two leading practitioners of 
hackney carriage unmet demand surveys in recent years who joined forces in 
early 2017. The combined experience of this joint venture covers more than 
150 similar studies undertaken since 1999. The contracting company for this 
survey, CTS, also undertook the previous two surveys for Mid Sussex. 

Mid Sussex District Council is responsible for the licensing of hackney 
carriage and private hire vehicles operating within the Council area and is the 
licensing authority for this complete area. Further details of the local 
application of Section 16 of the 1985 Transport Act with regard to limiting 
hackney carriage vehicle numbers is provided in further Chapters of this 
report. Hackney carriage vehicle licences are the only part of licensing where 
such a stipulation occurs and there is no legal means by which either private 
hire vehicle numbers, private hire or hackney carriage driver numbers, or the 
number of private hire operators can be limited.  

This review of current policy is based on the Best Practice Guidance produced 
by the Department for Transport in April 2010 (BPG). It seeks to provide 
information to the licensing authority to meet section 16 of the Transport Act 
1985 “that the grant of a hackney carriage vehicle licence may be refused if, 
but only if, the licensing authority is satisfied that there is no significant 
demand for the services of hackney carriages within its local area, which is 
unmet.” This terminology is typically shortened to “no SUD”. 

Current hackney carriage, private hire and operator licensing is undertaken 
within the legal frameworks first set by the Town Polices Clause Act 1847. 
This has been amended and supplemented by various following legislation 
including the Transport Act 1985, Section 16 in regard to hackney carriage 
vehicle limits, and by the Local Government Miscellaneous Provisions Act 
1976 with reference to private hire vehicles and operations. Many of the 
aspects of these laws have been tested and refined by other more recent 
legislation and more importantly through case law.  

Beyond legislation, the experience of the person in the street tends to see 
both hackney carriage and private hire vehicles both as ‘taxis’ – a term we 
will try for the sake of clarity to use only in its generic sense within the 
report. We will use the term ‘licensed vehicles’ to refer to both hackney 
carriage and private hire. 
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2 Unmet demand survey 2017 

The legislation around licensed vehicles and drivers has been the subject of 
many attempts at review. The limiting of hackney carriage vehicle numbers 
has been a particular concern as it is often considered to be a restrictive 
practice and against natural economic trends. The three most recent reviews 
were by the Office of Fair Trading in 2003, through the production of the BPG 
in 2010, and the Law Commission review which published its results in 2014. 
None of these resulted in any material change to the legislation involved in 
licensing. 

The upshot of all these reviews in respect of the principal subject of this 
survey is that local authorities retain the right to restrict the number of 
hackney carriage vehicle licenses. The Law Commission conclusion included 
retention of the power to limit hackney carriage vehicle numbers but utilizing 
a public interest test determined by the Secretary of State. It also suggested 
the three- year horizon also be used for rank reviews and accessibility 
reviews. However, there is currently no expected date either for publication 
of the Government response to the Law Commission, nor indeed any plans 
for revisions to legislation. 

A more recent restriction, often applied to areas where there is no ‘quantity’ 
control felt to exist per-se, is that of ‘quality control’. This is often a 
pseudonym for a restriction that any new hackney carriage vehicle licence 
must be for a wheel chair accessible vehicle, of various kinds as determined 
locally. In many places this implies a restricted number of saloon style 
hackney carriage licences are available, which often are given ‘grandfather’ 
rights to remain as saloon style. 

Within this quality restriction, there are various levels of strength of the 
types of vehicles allowed. The tightest restriction, now only retained by a few 
authorities only allows ‘London’ style wheel chair accessible vehicles, 
restricted to those with a 25-foot turning circle, and at the present time 
principally the LTI Tx, the Mercedes Vito special edition with steerable rear 
axle, and the Metrocab (no longer produced). Others allow a wider range of 
van style conversions in their wheel chair accessible fleet, whilst some go as 
far as also allowing rear-loading conversions. Given the additional price of 
these vehicles, this often implies a restriction on entry to the hackney 
carriage trade. 
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3 Unmet demand survey 2017 

After introduction of the 1985 Transport Act, Leeds University Institute for 
Transport Studies developed a tool by which unmet demand could be 
evaluated and a determination made if this was significant or not. The tool 
was taken forward and developed as more studies were undertaken. Over 
time this ‘index of significance of unmet demand’ (ISUD) became accepted as 
an industry standard tool to be used for this purpose. Some revisions have 
been made following the few but specific court cases where various parties 
have challenged the policy of retaining a limit.  

Some of the application has differed between Scottish and English 
authority’s. This is mainly due to some court cases in Scotland taking 
interpretation of the duty of the licensing authority further than is usual in 
England and Wales, requiring current knowledge of the status of unmet 
demand at all times, rather than just at the snap-shot taken every three 
years.  

The DfT asked in writing in 2004 for all licensing authorities with quantity 
restrictions to review them, publish their justification by March 2005, and 
then review at least every three years since then. In due course, this led to a 
summary of the government guidance which was last updated in England and 
Wales in 2010 (but more recently in Scotland). 

The BPG in 2010 also provided additional suggestions of how these surveys 
should be undertaken, albeit in general but fairly extensive terms. A key 
encouragement within the BPG is that “an interval of three years is 
commonly regarded as the maximum reasonable period between surveys”. 
BPG suggests key points in consideration are passenger waiting times at 
ranks, for street hailings and telephone bookings, latent and peaked demand, 
wide consultation and publication of “all the evidence gathered”.  

The most recent changes in legislation regarding licensed vehicles have been 
enactment of the parts of the Equality Act related to guidance dogs (sections 
168 to 171, enacted in October 2010), the two clauses of the Deregulation 
Act which were successful in proceeding, relating to length of period each 
license covers and to allowing operators to transfer work across borders 
(enacted in October 2015), and most recently enactment of Sections 165 and 
167 of the Equality Act, albeit on a permissive basis (see below). 
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4 Unmet demand survey 2017 

In November 2016, the DfT undertook a consultation regarding enacting 
Sections 167 and 165 of the Equality Act. These allow for all vehicles capable 
of carrying a wheel chair to be placed on a list by the local council (section 
167). Any driver using a vehicle on this list then has a duty under section 
165 to:  

- Carry the passenger while in the wheel chair 
- Not make any additional charge for doing so 
- If the passenger chooses to sit in a passenger seat to carry the wheel 

chair 
- To take such steps as are necessary to ensure that the passenger is 

carried in safety and reasonable comfort  
- To give the passenger such mobility assistance as is reasonably 

required 

This was enacted from April 2017 and has been taken on board by Mid 
Sussex. There remains no confirmation of any timetable for instigating either 
the remainder of the Equality Act or the Law Commission recommendations, 
or for the update of the BPG. 

In respect to case law impinging on unmet demand, the two most recent 
cases were in 1987 and 2002. The first case (R v Great Yarmouth) concluded 
authorities must consider the view of significant unmet demand as a whole, 
not condescending to detailed consideration of the position in every limited 
area, i.e. to consider significance of unmet demand over the area as a whole. 

R v Castle Point considered the issue of latent, or preferably termed, 
suppressed demand consideration. This clarified that this element relates 
only to the element which is measurable. Measurable suppressed demand 
includes inappropriately met demand (taken by private hire vehicles in 
situations legally hackney carriage opportunities) or those forced to use less 
satisfactory methods to get home (principally walking, i.e. those observed to 
walk away from rank locations).  

In general, industry standards suggest that the determination of conclusions 
about significance of unmet demand must take into account the practicability 
of improving the standard of service through the increase of supply of 
vehicles. It is also important to have consistent treatment of authorities as 
well as for the same authority over time, although apart from the general 
guidance of the BPG there is no clear stipulations as to what this means in 
reality. 
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5 Unmet demand survey 2017 

In conclusion, the present legislation in England and Wales sees public fare-
paying passenger carrying vehicles firstly split by passenger capacity. All 
vehicles able to carry nine or more passengers are dealt with under national 
public service vehicle licensing. Local licensing authorities only have 
jurisdiction over vehicles carrying eight or less passengers.  

These are split between hackney carriages which are alone able to wait at 
ranks or pick up people in the streets without a booking, and private hire 
who can only be used with a booking made through an operator. If any 
passenger uses a private hire vehicle without such a properly made booking, 
they are not generally considered to be insured for their journey. 

20 Licensing Committee
2nd July 2018



6 Unmet demand survey 2017 

Page left intentionally blank 

21 Licensing Committee
2nd July 2018



7 Unmet demand survey 2017 

2 Local background and context 
Key dates for this Unmet demand survey 2017 for Mid Sussex District Council 
are: 

- CTS Traffic and Transportation appointed on 29th September 2017 
- as confirmed during the inception meeting for the survey held on 

Tuesday 10th October 2017 
- Survey was carried out between October and December 2017 
- Pedestrian street survey work occurred in November 2017 
- Video rank observations occurred in November 2017 
- Vehicle driver opinions and operating practices were canvassed using 

an all-driver survey issued by the council and available for completion 
until mid-December 2017 

- A meeting and area tour with key trade representatives also 
undertaken in November 2017 

- Key stakeholders were consulted throughout the period of the survey 

Mid Sussex District Council forms part of the two-tier authority of West 
Sussex County Council. The authority has a current population of 145,900 
using the 2017 estimates currently available from the 2011 census.  

In terms of background council policy, West Sussex County Council are the 
authority that deals with overall transport policy. This means that rank 
provision is undertaken at County level along with traffic regulation and its 
enforcement, although as with other authorities the County ensures 
significant involvement of Mid Sussex Council in such decisions. 

However, all licensing authorities have full powers over licensing the vehicles, 
drivers and operators serving people within their area. Mid Sussex District 
Council has chosen to utilize its power to limit hackney carriage vehicle 
numbers, and as far as we are aware has done so since at least 2003 in the 
current format. The authority retains a mixed vehicle hackney carriage fleet. 

By drawing together published statistics from both the Department for 
Transport (D) and the National Private Hire Association (N), supplemented by 
private information from the licensing authority records (C), recent trends in 
vehicle, driver and operator numbers can be observed. The detailed numbers 
supporting the graphs below are provided in Appendix 1. Due to the 
comparative size, there are four graphs in all. 
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8 Unmet demand survey 2017 

Licensing Statistics from 1994 to date - vehicles 

Licensing Statistics from 1994 to date - drivers 
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9 Unmet demand survey 2017 

Licensing Statistics from 1994 to date – vehicles and drivers 

The graphs demonstrate that the current number of hackney carriage 
vehicles has been 154 since 2004. Prior to this, numbers had increased by 
18%. Private hire vehicle numbers rose to a peak some 134% more than the 
level in 1997 but have since that 2010 peak level dropped to a low in 2013, 
with some recent resurgence leaving their numbers currently just over 
double the number in 1997. In the latest information there is suggestion that 
the growth of the previous three years has again seen a slight decline to 
current levels. 

Driver numbers in the area are interesting. Before the time the current limit 
on vehicle numbers was set, there were more hackney carriage drivers than 
private hire, with about equal numbers of private hire drivers and vehicles.  
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10 Unmet demand survey 2017 

Since the current number of hackney carriages has been in place, there have 
been more private hire drivers than hackney carriage, with hackney carriage 
driver numbers increasing in 2011 then numbers remaining stable to date, 
whilst private hire driver numbers peaked in 2011, then dropped but have 
more recently grown as private hire vehicle numbers have grown, but also 
showing the most recent marginal decline in numbers. 

Information is also available from these sources to show how the level of 
wheel chair accessible vehicles (WAV) has varied. It must be noted that in 
most cases the values for the private hire side tend to be much more 
approximate than those on the hackney carriage side, as there is no option 
to mandate for private hire being wheel chair accessible. In some areas, to 
strengthen the ability of the public to differentiate between the two parts of 
the licensed vehicle trade, licensing authorities might not allow any WAV in 
the private hire fleet at all.  

Operator numbers and levels of WAV provision in the fleet 
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These figures show that private hire operator numbers have generally 
increased in the area over time, but again with the most recent slight 
reduction in overall numbers between the DfT and formal council statistics for 
2017. 

In terms of wheel chair accessible levels of vehicles, the current 19% 
remains very similar to the level first attained in 2001, although there was a 
high point of 23% in 2012 and the current level is marginally less than the 
typical level since 2001. Only a small number of wheel chair accessible 
vehicles exist in the private hire element of the trade. 

Mid Sussex District Council undertakes regular review of its policy to limit 
hackney carriage vehicle numbers in line with the Best Practice Guidance 
from the Department of Transport (BPG). The previous surveys were in 2014, 
2011 and 2007. 

Mid Sussex District Council has also adopted fully sections 165 and 167 of 
the Equality Act 2010 under the permissive option provided for in April 2017. 
A list of wheel chair accessible vehicles (WAV) is published, with those 
drivers now having to meet the full requirements of this Act. There are 30 
hackney carriages and five private hire vehicles on this list. This is current 
best practice and was agreed in full with the trade before implementation. 

Industry structure 
During the inception and area visit, information was gathered regarding the 
current structure of the licensed vehicle industry in Mid Sussex. This is 
important background helping the understanding of the observations that 
follow. There are three large companies in place. Only one of these covers 
the full area. One has a booking office at Hayward’s Heath station. There are 
19 operators with around four vehicles each and 47 operators who are either 
one- man bands or who have no more than two vehicles. There are two 
known small hackney carriage only telephone networks. At the present time 
there are some mergers or take-overs under way within the medium sized 
fleet. Quite a number of operators focus work on one of the four areas and 
around a third of operators are ‘mixed fleet’, i.e. they have both hackney 
carriage and private hire working for them.  
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3 Patent demand measurement (rank surveys) 
As already recorded in Chapter 2, control of provision of on-street ranks in 
Mid Sussex District Council is under control of the higher tier of West Sussex 
County Council, although the County involve the District in most decisions 
regarding revision to provision. Appendix 2 provides a list of ranks in Mid 
Sussex District Council at the time of this current survey. 

Our methodology involves a current review both in advance of submitting our 
proposal to undertake this Unmet demand survey 2017 and at the study 
inception meeting, together with site visits where considered necessary. This 
provides a valid and appropriate sample of rank coverage which is important 
to feed the numeric evaluation of the level of unmet demand, and its 
significance (see discussion in Chapter 7). The detailed specification of the 
hours included in the sample is provided in Appendix 3.  

Since the last survey, there have been some changes to rank provision, but 
more changes to the facilities which provide demand to the ranks. The 
principal change has been at Hayward’s Heath station where the former 
feeder rank has been replaced with a more distant site, linked to the main 
rank by a cctv system which appears to work well. All vehicles should now 
check there are no vehicles at the feeder location before proceeding to the 
main rank. For many this is on their route to the station, but there can be 
issues with traffic congestion delaying vehicles getting from the feeder to the 
main rank at busy times. Allied to this revision has been the removal of one 
of the former two private hire offices on the station forecourt. 

The small rank formerly on the northbound side of Perrymount Road north of 
its junction with Broadway has now been removed and replaced by two 
locations on Broadway. There are now two night time ranks located in 
Broadway, with one on the northbound side and the other on the southbound 
side, the latter being closer to the traffic signals to the south end of 
Broadway. Both are available for parking during the day time, which can 
cause issues when vehicles do not vacate the spaces at the end of the 
parking provision. 

There have been no other changes to physical provision of ranks, but there 
has been a reduction in nightlife provision in East Grinstead, with the last 
club that operated there, and which was near to the London Road rank, now 
having become daytime focussed premises. The focus of night demand has 
now moved further north to the area around the junction with Railway 
Approach, albeit at a lower level of passenger potential. 

28 Licensing Committee
2nd July 2018



14 Unmet demand survey 2017 

Overview of rank operation 
Our observations at or near ranks found a total of some 4,571 vehicle 
arrivals and departures. 9% of these were cars, some of which interefered 
with operation of the rank. However, the largest number were at the informal 
location in London Road, East Grinstead, which cannot be counted as there is 
no formal rank there. The next worst location for issue with cars potentially 
affecting rank operation was at the The Broadway, Hayward’s Heath. Around 
58% of movements here were cars rather than hackney carriages. This 
suggests there may be need for civil enforcement regarding parking here. 

Very few private hire vehicles were observed near to ranks, no more than 
1%, and there were very few goods vehicles active at or near ranks.  

Rank usage overview 
The rank observations were factored to estimate a typical week of demand in 
terms of passengers. The table below provides the results: 
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Hayward’s Heath Station 4,692 (56%) 4,527 (54%) 2,148 (60%) 
Burgess Hill Station 1,955 (23%) 2,113 (25%) 442 (12%) 

East Grinstead Station 933 (11%) 1,167 (14%) 450 (12%) 
Church Rd, Burgess Hill 213 (3%) 78 (1%) Not observed 

South Road, Hayward’s Heath 193 (2%) 211 (3%) 185 (5%) 
The Broadway, Hayward’s Heath 164 (2%) Not observed Not observed 

Civic Way, Burgess Hill 174 (2%) 228 (3%) 204 (6%) 
London Rd, East Grinstead 

(informal location) 
93 (1%) 

0 (0%) 
174 (5%) 

Keymer Rd, Hassocks 5 (0.0%) 6 (0.0%) Not observed 
(total non-private demand) 842 (10%) 523 (6%) 570 (16%) 

Hassocks Station 
No longer 
available 

No longer 
available 

7 (0.0%) 

TOTAL 8,422 8,330 3,610 
Change from previous survey +1% +130% 

Change from first survey +133% +130% 
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For the current survey, as in all previous surveys, the bulk of passenger 
demand occurs at Hayward’s Heath station. The proportion and actual 
volume has increased since the 2014 survey. This rank provides some 56% 
of all estimated passenger demand in the area at ranks. Burgess Hill is 
second with 23% (slightly reduced from last time), with East Grinstead third 
with 11% (again reduced from last time).  

The busiest non-station rank is Church Road in Burgess Hill, with 3% of 
estimated passengers, followed by South Road and The Broadway, both in 
Hayward’s Heath, and Civic Way, Burgess Hill, all with about 2% of total 
passenger demand. The informal location in East Grinstead saw some 1% of 
demand, less than the formal rank saw in 2011, but more than was observed 
in 2014 when there was no activity observed at the formal rank further 
along. 

In this survey, the proportion of passengers from the non-station ranks is 
some 10%, higher than in the previous survey, but still less than the 16% 
observed in 2011 (where overall flows were much lower).  The principal 
change appears to be more usage of Church Road in Burgess Hill although 
some of this demand is in the hours this rank is not actually operating, and 
may relate to phoned for demand reacted to by hackney carriage vehicles to 
the location near to the rank. It also appears that the new arrangements at 
The Broadway in Hayward’s Heath have been successful in attracting 
passengers compared to the little use previously found at the one single rank 
location.  

The graph below demonstrates the overall picture of rank usage over the 
three-day observation period (only covering actual observations undertaken). 
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The graph first shows that the area has fairly similar demand profiles and 
levels for both the Friday and Saturday of our observations. There does, 
however, appear to be a bit more usage on the Saturday. The results are 
also very clearly dominated by the stations, with most at Hayward’s Heath, 
then Burgess Hill and finally East Grinstead. Whilst Burgess Hill has one peak 
on both days, Hayward’s Heath has two or three peaks, all from afternoon 
onwards. All the other ranks make small but clear contribution to the overall 
pattern of flows. In general, demand at East Grinstead appears to be more 
level than that in the other three areas, with no real major peaks occurring 
there at all. Church Road Burgess Hill clearly has two separate operating 
periods, one of which is when it is not formally a rank. Hayward’s Heath 
South Road and Burgess Hill library are both principally daytime locations 
whilst Hayward’s Heath, The Broadway and the East Grinstead informal 
location are only really active at night time. 

Looking at the overall profile, there are several peaks on both days and clear 
periods of demand between the peaks. In our view, this gives the area a 
non-peaked demand profile in terms of the value needed for the index of 
significance of unmet demand (ISUD). 
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Rank observations in detail 
This section considers detailed operation at each rank, working from the 
overall busiest rank to the quietest in each different part of the area o 
provide a quantitative view of how each location provides for demand. It 
allows us to provide a perception of the overall performance by rank, and to 
identify any issues arising which may or may not be identified in the public 
views. Further details are provided in Appendix 4. 

Hayward’s Heath area ranks 
Hayward’s Heath station 
This rank is directly outside the current main exit from the station, with the 
head of the rank just to the left of where passengers leave the station. 
Recent station developments mean the 11 spaces are supplemented now by 
an entirely separate feeder rank behind the new multi-storey car park, and 
linked to the main rank by a cctv system. All vehicles should approach the 
main rank via the feeder, and this is generally enforced by the trade. Next to 
the rank is the drop-off car park which also provides access for set down and 
pick-up by private hire vehicles, including those with an operating base (not 
always manned) within the station frontage. The station also now has two 
other exits, one of which leads the multi storey car park.  

This rank and its feeder were observed from 07:00 on the Friday morning, 3rd 
November 2017 through to 02:59 in the early hours of Sunday 5th November, 
when the rank became quiet. 

Friday observations 
On the Friday, a total of 719 passengers left the rank in 594 hackney 
carriage departures, a very low occupancy of 1.2 per vehicle. A further 33 
vehicles, just 5% of those arriving, left without passengers.  

During this day, 13 passengers arrived when there was no vehicle available 
for them to take immediately. None waited more than two minutes, and the 
average passenger delay for the location was just two seconds. The waits 
occurred in the 18:00 and 19:00 hours and in the 04:00 hour. The first two 
hours were in fact the busiest two hours of the day in terms of total 
passengers. 

32 Licensing Committee
2nd July 2018



18 Unmet demand survey 2017 

Passenger flows ranged from two to 100, with just the 03:00 hour seeing no 
passengers at all (there were two vehicles passing through). From the 07:00 
hour to the 13:00 hour flows ranged from eight to 18. The next three hours 
saw flows in the order of 25 to 31. The 17:00 hour saw 46, then 81 and then 
the peak of 100 in the 19:00 hour. After this, flows reduced to between 41 
and 74 over the next five hours, before dropping to 19 and then 5 before the 
lack of passengers in the 03:00 hour. 

There was a high flow of 10 passengers in the 04:00 hour followed by just 
three and then two passengers to the end of this period of survey. 

Vehicles tended to wait between eight and 24 minutes for fares, though some 
waits, particularly in the early hours were much longer.  

Saturday observations 
The Saturday saw slightly less passengers, 665 leaving in 468 hackney 
carriages, a low occupancy of 1.4 per vehicle. A further 47, some 9%, left 
without passengers. Just 9 passengers arrived when there was no vehicle 
available for immediate hire, and these were in the midnight and 01:00 
hours towards the end of the observations. The longest wait was six minutes, 
and the average passenger delay on that day was just four seconds. 

The first four hours from 07:00 on saw between two and nine passengers 
only. From 11:00 to 16:00 there were between 14 and 26 in each hour. 
Flows then rose to the peak of 83 in the 18:00 hour. Apart from that hour, all 
flows were then between 43 and 71, apart from the 02:00 hour that saw just 
seven before the rank and area became quiet. 

Daytime waits by vehicles were sometimes up to two hours, but on average 
were between 13 and 45 minutes, with some exceptions.  

Summary 
This rank sees good service, although vehicles are clearly waiting relatively 
long periods to obtain fares. 

South Road, Hayward’s Heath 
South Road in Hayward’s Heath is a five-space rank within a shopping street 
of Hayward’s Heath. Within the frontages to the road, there is a cash 
machine, with another on the opposite side of the road. There are also a 
number of shops who need regular servicing adjacent to the rank. 
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The rank was observed from 06:00 on Friday 3rd November 2017 through to 
05:59 in the early hours of the Sunday morning. On both days the rank saw 
quite a few hackney carriage and other vehicles pause on the rank while their 
passengers (or in some cases drivers) used the nearby cash points. It also 
appeared that many departures from the rank were booked trips rather than 
walk-in trips. No passenger ever arrived when there was not a vehicle there 
available for hire on either day. There were several occasions when either 
parked or delivery vehicles obstructed the rank, although on both days there 
were also periods when the rank and other parking restrictions were very 
clearly and effectively enforced by a warden. 

Friday observations 
On the Friday a total of 32 passengers left the rank in 25 vehicles, a low 
average occupancy of 1.3 per vehicle. A further 40 vehicles, some 61% of 
the total arriving, left without passengers.  Average waiting times for fares 
ranged from 4.5 to 29.5 minutes, with quite a number of vehicles waiting up 
to 40 minutes for fares. 

Passenger flows ranged from one up to a peak of 9 (in the 15:00 hour), with 
a further eight in the following hour. There were two passengers in the 06:00 
hour but otherwise no activity till the 10:00 hour, and nothing after the 
16:00 hour. 

Saturday observations 
The Saturday saw a lower total of 22 passengers leaving in 17 vehicles, a 
similar low occupancy level. Again a similar 62% of arriving vehicles left 
without taking passengers. 

Vehicles waited between five and 28 minutes for fares, with one vehicle 
waiting for 41 minutes. 

There were less hours with passengers, with the main usage being from the 
10:00 hour to 14:00, with one passenger in each of the 16:00 and 18:00 
hours and no other activity (other than the vehicles pausing for the cash 
point). The peak hour saw 10 passengers use the rank in the 11:00 hour.  

Summary 
Service to this rank is good. 
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The Broadway, Hayward’s Heath 
This pair of ranks were observed from 18:00 on both the Friday and Saturday 
nights through to 07:59 the next morning, the full formal operating hours of 
both locations. There were times when the ranks had other vehicles using 
them, but this did not seem to interfere as much with operation as at other 
sites. The biggest issue with operation was the regular queueing of vehicles 
alongside the rank delaying vehicles leaving, related to the busy traffic 
junctions around the ranks. 

Neither night saw any passengers ever arrive when there was no vehicle 
available for immediate hire. 

Friday observations 
The Friday night saw 28 passengers leave the rank in 14 vehicles, a relatively 
high average occupancy of two per vehicle. A further five vehicles, 26% of 
those arriving left empty. Vehicle waiting times for fares were between three 
and 12 minutes, with the longest observed wait being 15 minutes. 

There was one passenger in the 18:00 hour but then none until the 22:00 
hour. There were then between three and 17 passengers in each hour up to 
and including the peak hour of 01:00. After this, the rank and whole area 
became quiet with no activity at all. 

Saturday observations 
The Saturday saw less passengers, 16 leaving in 12 vehicles, a low average 
occupancy of just 1.3 persons per vehicle. A similar five vehicles left without 
passengers, 29% of those arriving. 

During this period, flows were from two to seven between the 21:00 and 
01:00 hours, with the peak in the 01:00 hour again, but no passengers in the 
23:00 hour. Again, after the 01:00 hour, the area became quiet. 

Summary 
This rank sees good service levels. 

Burgess Hill area ranks 
Burgess Hill station 
This rank is on the station forecourt and the overbridge over the railway line. 
It is adjacent to the main road and the boundary between rail and council 
land is not clear. Vehicles wait with the head of the rank near the station 
exit, but this means passenger loading tends to be from the driver side, 
though given the wide area passenger-side loading can be undertaken but 
can need care given other vehicles passing near by.  
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There has been a feeder rank in Wolstonbury Way but this is not currently 
marked and vehicles tend to double park when there are a number waiting. 
The rank was observed from 08:00 on Friday 3rd November 2017 to 05:59 in 
the early hours of Sunday 5th November 2017.  

Friday observations 
The Friday saw a total of 294 passengers using 219 hackney carriages to 
leave the station. This is a low average occupancy of 1.3 per vehicle. 11% of 
arriving vehicles left without passengers. There were 16 people who arrived 
and had to wait for a vehicle to arrive. The average passenger waiting time 
over this day was eight seconds. The longest recorded wait was four minutes. 
Three people waited in the 08:00 hour, ten in the 23:00 hour and two in the 
01:00 hour. 

Passenger flows ranged from two to 11 in the hours up to and including the 
16:00. The next five hours saw flows that ranged between 12 and 23, after 
which flows rose to the peak of 71 in the 23:00 hour, when 10 people had to 
wait. Flows then fell back to 24, two and seven, with no passengers in the 
03:00, 04:00 or 05:00 hours. 06:00 saw one passenger. 

In the daytime hours, vehicle waits tended to be between 11 and 37 
minutes, although the wait reduced from 17:00 onwards (average of four to 
19 minutes).  

Saturday observations 
On the Saturday, passenger flows were higher, with 323 people using 195 
hackney carriages to leave the station, a moderate occupancy of 1.7 per 
vehicle and high for a station. 14% of arriving vehicles left without 
passengers. Just four passengers had to wait for a vehicle to arrive, but none 
for more than three minutes, with an average over the day for waiting of just 
two seconds. Waits were at 17:00 and midnight. 

Passenger numbers were just three to seven in any hour up to and including 
the 14:00 hour. They were then between nine and 21 up to the 21:00 hour. 
22:00 saw 33 whilst the peak was 23:00 with 64, followed by 48, 29, 7 and 
then none.  

Vehicle waits were three to 16 minutes from 16:00 on but much longer 
before that with the lower flows seen.  

Summary 
This site has lower flows than Hayward’s Heath and is much less used in the 
daytime, but still can be viewed as providing good service. 
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Church Road, Burgess Hill 
This rank is near to WH Smith and to an entry through to the main shopping 
centre area, and near to a major public house. It has two spaces, with 
loading from the passenger side from a relatively wide (but busy) pavement. 
Although on a one-way road, other traffic nearby is very busy and offside 
loading would be dangerous. It formally is available only in the daytime. 
However, it was observed, at the request of the Council, from 07:00 on the 
Friday right through to 05:59 on the Sunday. During this period no 
passenger ever arrived and had to wait for a vehicle to arrive.  

Our rank tour identified a vehicle which we had observed at the Library rank 
come to this location to pick up booked customers, who had waited for them 
happily having made their return booking. The passengers had waited a little 
way from the rank, in a sheltered location, so the observations below would 
find it hard to reflect such other occurrences. 

Friday observations 
On the Friday there were some 33 passengers leaving the rank using 21 
hackney carriage vehicles (a moderate occupancy of 1.6 per vehicle). A very 
high level of 55% of the vehicles arriving left empty. Vehicles waiting for 
fares only saw waits of between three and six minutes, with the longest 
pause being 17 minutes by one vehicle and 13 minutes by another. 

Daytime flows were between one and four passengers, with flows between 
the 10:00 and 17:00 hours. A higher level of six or seven passengers then 
used the rank in the midnight, 01:00 and 02:00 hours, although all these 
tended to be from outside the public house rather than directly at the rank, 
and could be phone-calls although vehicles did wait for passengers to arrive. 

Saturday observations 
On the Saturday there was a very similar level of usage, 32 passengers 
leaving in 20 vehicles, again a moderate occupancy of 1.6 per vehicle. Again 
a similar 52% left without passengers.  

The rank saw between one and six passengers in the hours between 10:00 
and the 18:00. Some vehicles waited between five and ten minutes for 
customers, but many vehicles and passengers arrived and departed at the 
same time, suggesting a high level of booked trips. Again, the rank was used 
in the midnight, 01:00 and 02:00 hours with between one and six using the 
area nearer to the public house. The peak was six in the 01:00 hour. The 
02:00 hour saw one vehicle wait here for 20 minutes before taking a fare. 
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Summary 
The overall view of this rank is that it is mainly a meeting point for people 
who phone hackney carriages rather than a place people or vehicles would 
wait speculatively. Service here is overall good. 

Library, Burgess Hill 
This rank is right next to the Library in Burgess Hill, located in a dedicated 
slip road off Civic Way. There are ten spaces and the design means that no 
other vehicles can readily access the rank, helping provide designed-in 
enforcement. Being purpose-built, passengers can load from either side 
although most arrive and enter from the passenger side of the vehicle. It is 
available all hours. The rank was observed from 07:00 on the Friday 3rd 
November 2017 through to 06:59 on the Sunday morning. 

Friday observations 
The Friday saw 24 passengers leave using 18 hackney carriages, a low 
occupancy of 1.3 per vehicle. A further 13 vehicles, 42% of those arriving left 
without passengers. No passenger ever arrived when there was no vehicle 
immediately available for hire.  

The rank was active from the 10:00 hour until the 14:00 hour with no 
passengers, but some vehicles in the three hours following that (until the 
shopping area closed). Flows ranged from three to seven, with the busiest 
hour being the 12:00.  

Vehicles waited between six and 23 minutes for fares, with the longest 
recorded wait by any vehicle being 35 minutes. 

Saturday observations 
The Saturday saw a higher level of 36 passenger departures using 23 
hackney carriages, also a higher moderate average occupancy level. A 
slightly lower 32% of arriving vehicles left without passengers. On this day, 
there were 14 of the passengers arriving when no vehicle was available for 
immediate hire. The longest wait was 13 minutes. The average wait over all 
passengers was nearly 2.5 minutes. 

The rank saw vehicles from the 08:00 hour until the 16:00, with passengers 
using the rank in every hour from 09:00 to the 16:00. Flows were between 
two and eight, with the peak in the 13:00 hour. Passengers had to wait in 
every hour from 09:00 to 11:00, in the 13:00 and in the 15:00 hours.  
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The worst hour for waiting was the 13:00 where all but one passenger had to 
wait. In that hour the typical waiting time was nearly seven minutes. The 
15:00 hour also saw two people having to wait nine minutes, with some 
passengers waiting from the previous period meaning everyone who arrived 
in this period had to wait. 

When there were no passenger queues, vehicle waiting times for fares were 
between seven and 24 minutes, but these dropped to very low levels in the 
hours when there were queues. 

Summary 
Service to this rank is fair – with a strong difference between the Saturday 
service and that on the Friday which may relate to vehicles operating. 

East Grinstead area ranks 
East Grinstead station 
The rank here is within the outer part of the pick-up and drop-off area for the 
station. There is a supplementary feeder separate to the rank and slightly 
further away from the station entrance. Passengers exit the station, are 
clearly signed right towards the head of the rank. Loading is from the 
passenger side of the vehicle and other loading would be safe given the 
nature of the area. Although the rank itself is clearly marked, other vehicles 
can use the area so this can be an issue for enforcement. Observations 
covered from 07:00 on Friday 3rd November 2017 through to 06:59 on the 
Sunday morning. No passenger ever arrived and found no hackney carriage 
waiting for them. 

Friday observations 
The Friday saw 153 passengers use the rank to leave in 139 hackney 
carriages, a very low occupancy of just 1.1 per vehicle. Empty departures 
were a further 8%. No-one arrived and had to wait to get a hackney 
carriage.  

Saturday observations 
Even less passengers used the rank on the Saturday – just 112 using 105 
hackney carriage, again a very low occupancy of 1.1. A higher level of 10% 
left without taking any passenger. On this day, none arrived when vehicles 
were not immediately available for hire. 

Flows were between one and 15 through the day. The peak flow was in the 
23:00 hour, with 13 in the 19:00 hour and ten in the 15:00, otherwise all 
other flows were nine or less. The rank was quiet when trains ceased, with 
no passengers or vehicles in any hour after the 01:00. 
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Average vehicle wait times were prolonged with many waiting sometimes up 
to two hours.  

Summary 
Service here is good although clearly the least busy of the station ranks. 

London Road informal usage, East Grinstead 
London Road has a small painted roundabout at its junction with Railway 
Approach in the shopping area of East Grinstead. The area around this has 
seen a number of late night facilities open over the last few years, and this 
part of London Road tends to be the focus of night time activity in this area. 
There is no formal rank in this location but a large amount of kerb space, 
albeit the first part towards the central area is zig-zag lines protecting the 
pedestrian crossing that is provided here. The location was observed from 
21:00 until 06:59 on both nights. 

Friday observations 
The Friday saw 25 passengers board 14 hackney carriages, a high occupancy 
of 1.8 per vehicle. Eight other vehicles, 36% of those arriving, left without 
passengers. In the midnight hour two people were observed to wait up to 
four minutes for a vehicle to arrive. The average passenger wait over all 
passengers here was 20 seconds. It is not clear if these passengers hailed a 
vehicle or had made a booking. 

Passenger flows ranged from two to 12, with the peak in the midnight hour. 
Passengers arrived in the 21:00, midnight, 01:00 and 02:00 hours, with 
some vehicles in the 23:00 hour. Vehicles did pause here for between one 
and six minutes, so there was some treating of the kerb as a rank. 

Saturday observations 
On the Saturday, there were just under half as many people taking hackney 
carriages from this location – 12 leaving in seven hackney carriages at a 
moderate occupancy of 1.7. A further 11, 61% of those arriving, left without 
passengers. Flows ranged from one to nine, with the peak again at midnight 
and other flows only in the 22:00 and 01:00 hours. Again some vehicles did 
pause here, but only for between one and four minutes. No-one arrived and 
had to wait for any vehicle. 

Summary 
Overall service here is fair and suggests there may be value in considering 
moving the formal rank provision to this location, at least to regularise what 
is currently occurring.  
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Ranks in other parts of the area 
Hassocks 
This rank is in Keymer Road, in the parallel service road for various shops 
including the medium sized supermarket. It is just a single space near the 
entry to the road but is available all hours. Loading could be from either side 
although the kerb space mainly provides passenger side loading. Passing 
traffic is moving at relatively low speeds so driver side loading would be 
possible with caution if needed. The service road is one way away from the 
rank. The rank was observed from 07:00 on Friday 3rd November 2017 until 
06:59 on the Sunday. 

Friday observations 
The Friday saw just one passenger leave the rank in one vehicle in the 16:00 
hour, a trip which appeared to be booked.  

Saturday observations 
The Saturday saw just one vehicle pause at the rank having dropped off a 
passenger in the 08:00 hour. 

Summary 
This rank is not really used other than as an occasional drop-off and pick-up 
point. In consequence it is often used for parking or deliveries. 

Disability usage of ranks 
During the course of our observations, the only usage of ranks by people in 
wheel chairs was at the Church Road rank in Burgess Hill, where there was a 
total of eight passengers observed arriving or departing from the rank in 
wheel chairs. However, most of these users appeared to be pre-booked as 
none ever waited for vehicles to arrive. 

In terms of wheel chair accessible vehicles, 27% of vehicle movements 
observed as hackney carriage appeared to be wheel chair accessible style. 
This is higher than the percentage in the fleet (19%) which suggests that 
many of these vehicles focus on rank work, more so than the saloon style 
vehicles. East Grinstead station rank saw about 35% of its movements WAV 
style whilst Hayward’s Heath station saw 30%. This is encouraging. 
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Plate activity levels 
A test was undertaken on the Friday of the rank observations to identify at 
key locations how many plates were active. This allows an estimate of the 
number of plates needed to meet demand at the measure level, and also 
allows any potential for ‘playing-up’ to the survey to be considered, i.e., were 
there a high proportion of vehicles active when the survey was being 
undertaken. 

During the course of the eight hours observed, 215 different valid local 
hackney carriage plates were observed. There were just a few more vehicles 
noted which were determined as either out of town vehicles or private hire. 
Of the current number of hackney carriage plates on issue, 42% of the total 
were seen at least once on that day.  

Of the total observations, 41% were observed in the afternoon Hayward’s 
Heath observations, with a further 7% in the night observations at the same 
location. 24% were seen at Burgess Hill station, 14% at East Grinstead 
station, 8% at South Road, Hayward’s Heath, 4% at Civic Way Burgess Hill 
and the remaining 3% along London Road, East Grinstead.  

One vehicle was observed nine times, three eight times, one seven times, 
five six times, eight five times and eight four times. The three most 
frequently observed vehicles were all only seen in Hayward’s Heath. The 
fourth most frequently seen was seen mainly in Burgess Hill but once at 
Hayward’s Heath.  

32% of plates seen were seen just once. 29% of the different plates seen 
were only seen in the afternoon observations at Hayward’s Heath station; 
15% only at Burgess Hill station, 14% only at East Grinstead station, 5% 
only at Civic Way Burgess Hill, 5% only at Hayward’s Heath South Road and 
3% only passing London Road in East Grinstead. Just 5% of the plates seen 
were observed in more than one of the three main areas – confirming as 
before that most vehicles tend to service just one area and that there are a 
small number of plates that focus on servicing just the small ranks.  

This may also relate to those unwilling to purchase either of the three station 
permits. The level of this appears higher this time, which may relate to the 
change that those with station permits now need to pay separately for each 
station, compared to the previous situation that the permit covered more 
than one station. 

There is no evidence from this survey that there was any specific ‘playing up’ 
by the trade to the observations being undertaken. 
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4 General public views 
It is very important that the views of people within the area are obtained 
about the service provided by hackney carriage and private hire. A key 
element which these surveys seek to discover is specifically if people have 
given up waiting for hackney carriages at ranks (the most readily available 
measure of latent demand). However, the opportunity is also taken with 
these surveys to identify the overall usage and views of hackney carriage and 
private hire vehicles within the study area, and to give chance for people to 
identify current issues and factors which may encourage them to use licensed 
vehicles more.  

Such surveys can also be key in identifying variation of demand for licensed 
vehicles across an area, particularly if there are significant areas of potential 
demand without ranks, albeit in the context that many areas do not have 
places apart from their central area with sufficient demand to justify hackney 
carriages waiting at ranks.  

These surveys tend to be undertaken during the daytime period when more 
people are available, and when survey staff safety can be guaranteed. 
Further, interviews with groups of people or with those affected by alcohol 
consumption may not necessarily provide accurate responses, despite the 
potential value in speaking with people more likely to use hackney carriages 
at times of higher demand and then more likely unmet demand. Where 
possible, extension of interviews to the early evening may capture some of 
this group, as well as some studies where careful choice of night samples can 
be undertaken. 

Our basic methodology requires a sample size of at least 200 to ensure 
stable responses. Trained and experienced interviewers are also important as 
this ensures respondents are guided through the questions carefully and 
consistently. A minimum sample of 50 interviews is generally possible by a 
trained interviewer in a day meaning that sample sizes are best incremented 
by 50, usually if there is targeting of a specific area or group (eg of students, 
or a sub-centre), although conclusions from these separate samples can only 
be indicative taken alone. 

It is normal practice to compare the resulting gender and age structure to 
the latest available local and national census proportions to identify if the 
sample has become biased in any way. 
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More recently, general public views have been enlisted from the use of 
council citizens’ panels although the issue with these is that return numbers 
cannot be guaranteed. The other issue is that the structure of the sample 
responding cannot be guaranteed either, and it is also true that those on the 
panel have chosen to be there such that they may tend to be people willing 
to have stronger opinions than the general public randomly approached. 

Finally, some recent surveys have placed an electronic copy of the 
questionnaire on their web site to allow interested persons to respond, 
although again there needs to be an element of care with such results as 
people choosing to take part may have a vested interest. 

For this study, a total of 300 persons were interviewed providing a similar 
sample size to that undertaken in the previous study. The sample covered 
100 from Hayward’s Heath, 100 from East Grinstead, 50 from Hassocks and 
50 from Burgess Hill. Further details of results are provided in Appendix 5.  

For the full sample, 46% said they had used a licensed vehicle in the area in 
the last three months. Usage was highest in Burgess Hill and lowest in East 
Grinstead, with the range between 38% and 56% in the areas. All these 
figures are higher than in the previous survey but remain lower than the 
61% having used a vehicle in the last three months in 2011.  

Most told us how often they used licensed vehicles. Using these responses, 
we estimated (using information from the latest National Travel Survey) 
overall trips per month per person. On average, across the full set of people 
interviewed, people made 1 trip per month; slightly above the NTS value of 
0.9 trips. This value varied from 0.6 in Burgess Hill to 1.3 in East Grinstead. 
Overall, the information suggests people use licensed vehicles most in East 
Grinstead, then Hayward’s Heath, then Hassocks with the least usage in 
Burgess Hill. This estimate is later compared to the value for purely hackney 
carriages. Again, these values are higher than in 2014 when the overall value 
was 0.7. 

Over all interviewees that responded, 53% said they got licensed vehicles by 
phoning a company. 37% said they got them at ranks and 2% hailed. 4% 
used a freephone and 4% an app. These values were similar across the four 
locations although East Grinstead had the lowest rank usage at 27%, and 
Hassocks only saw people using ranks (presumably in other parts of the 
area) or using phone. Use of an app was highest in Burgess Hill. These 
values are also higher than in 2014 for ranks when the average was 20%. 
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24 different companies were quoted as used. However, only 11 of these 
gained more than one citation, and only six were mentioned by 11 or more 
people. The top company obtained 24% of votes followed by 17%, 15%, 
12%, 9% and 6%. Three companies have almost equal shares in Burgess 
Hill, with the top two of those also dominant in Hayward’s Heath. Two other 
companies dominated East Grinstead, with two other companies dominant in 
Hassocks.  

This shows the variation of the fleet across the area and also shows a fair 
level of competition, including some usage of small niche market operators 
by people overall. Since 2014, Hassocks has tended to become more 
independent on top of East Grinstead which has always been ‘different’. 

Interviewees were then asked about their specific usage of hackney carriages 
in the area. Of those responding, 34% said they could not remember when 
they had last used a hackney carriage in the area. However, no-one said they 
could not remember seeing one at all – the same as in 2014. The proportion 
of people not remembering when they last use a hackney carriage varied, 
with 44% in East Grinstead not being able to remember their last use of a 
hackney carriage, 50% in Hassocks, 25% in Hayward’s Heath and none in 
Burgess Hill. This level has increased significantly in East Grinstead but 
reduced in both Hassocks and Hayward’s Heath.  

The resulting values were compared to those for use of all licensed vehicles 
and to the proportion saying they got licensed vehicles from ranks. In 
general, usage of hackney carriages estimated was 69% the level of total 
usage, quite high, and higher than the average 39% saying they got them 
from ranks. The worst over-estimate was that for East Grinstead, whilst 
Burgess Hill respondents’ usage seemed much lower than those that said 
they used ranks there. It does suggest that across the area hackney 
carriages are better used than in many other areas compared to private hire. 

We were also told the ranks people were aware of. Most people tended to 
know the station rank in the area they were interviewed in, with the Burgess 
Hill station rank being the only rank quoted as known by those interviewed in 
that area. Overall, the top three ranks, in order, were Hayward’s Heath 
Station, Burgess Hill Station and East Grinstead Station. People in Hayward’s 
Heath also knew of South Road (an improvement for this rank compared to 
2014). Some in East Grinstead were aware of London Road, but also quoted 
an unknown location (one person said they used that rank). 28% of those at 
Hassocks quoted the station rank there (which does not formally exist as a 
rank).  

46 Licensing Committee
2nd July 2018



32 Unmet demand survey 2017 

Generally, however, there was a lot less knowledge of the smaller ranks now 
than in 2014. Interestingly, given the use of the The Broadway and Church 
Road, these are not mentioned as ranks. This tends to confirm the 
supposition that many are places hackney carriages drop off and pick up 
passengers who have made bookings. 

There was a high quoted usage of the ranks cited – 76% across the four 
areas, ranging from 66% in East Grinstead to 94% in Burgess Hill.  

Just nine people told us where they felt there should be new ranks. None 
suggested any locations in either Hassocks or Burgess Hill. The five 
suggestions in Hayward’s Heath were all different location whilst three of the 
four people in East Grinstead wanted a rank in ‘High Street’. None of these 
responses are significant. 

In terms of issues just 15% gave one or more concerns. No-one interviewed 
in Burgess Hill had any issues at all. Only 5% of those interviewed in 
Hayward’s Heath cited issues – with 40% being issues with professionalism 
of drivers. Over a quarter of those interviewed in East Grinstead had issues, 
with slightly more having issues (28%) in Hassocks. The number of people 
having issues has increased, but not significantly.  

Most issues listed in our questions were quoted as a problem by someone in 
East Grinstead – with several people having more than one issue. Of all the 
citations, the largest proportion were issues with driver helpfulness (18% of 
responses), followed by vehicle cleanliness and driver communication (15% 
each) then driver standards of hygiene (12%).  

Although there were less specific issues raised in Hassocks, more people 
there had multiple issues. Nearly every respondent there had an issue with 
vehicle punctuality and reliability (amounting to 26% of those interviewed 
there). This suggests most concern with operations there, although this is 
the area where most focus will be on private hire vehicles rather than 
hackney carriage, although people were answering the question about 
‘hackney carriages’. This apparent strength of feeling in Hassocks is a 
concern, although it does not really relate to hackney carriages even though 
the question was focussed on them. 

In terms of changes that might increase peoples’ usage of hackney carriages, 
37% gave at least one response. The highest proportion responding were in 
Burgess Hill, with the lowest response in Hayward’s Heath. The largest 
‘standard’ response was ‘better vehicles’ (13% of mentions), but the ‘other’ 
category provided 58% of all responses, dominating the results. Of this, 79% 
was the usual response of ‘if they were cheaper’.  
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There were various alternative ‘other’ items given, but none were particularly 
significant. More hackney carriages to get at ranks was only important, and 
only marginally so, in East Grinstead, as might be expected. This is a higher 
level of suggestion than in 2014, but the concentration has also focussed 
much more on cost, perhaps a symptom of the present economic situation 
and the fact that licensed vehicles remain an item people consider something 
they can choose not to use. 

In terms of needing adapted vehicles, 89% said they did not need, nor know 
anyone who needed one. Of those needing an adapted vehicle, the bulk said 
they knew someone who needed a WAV, rather than any other kind of 
adaptation. This response has not changed since 2014. 

With respect to those claiming to have given up waiting somewhere in Mid 
Sussex at a rank, none of those responding in Burgess Hill said they had ever 
given up waiting at a rank anywhere. All those responding in Hayward’s 
Heath had given up at the station rank there. The picture was different for 
those saying they had given up in East Grinstead. 75% had given up at the 
station, with the remainder having given up somewhere in the town centre. 
Everyone who gave up in Hassocks did so at the station rank there (which is 
not a formal rank). For the formal estimate of latent demand, this latter 
response should be discounted; as should the station ranks for the council 
only evaluation of significance of unmet demand. 

This implies that the council rank estimate of latent demand is 1.007, very 
low, but rises to 1.047 taking on board those giving up at the two, private 
station ranks – higher than in 2014 (1.03). The factor would rise to 1.08 
were the Hassocks responses to be included. 

Just 1% of people had given up trying to hail a vehicle in the streets of the 
area – this response came from a Hayward’s Heath respondent. 

The sample interviewed had high regular access to a car – some 75%, with 
78% of interviewees saying they lived in the Mid Sussex District Council 
area. These values are very similar to 2014 suggesting the other differences 
are real and not just a result of a different sample. The highest proportion of 
people from out of town was in East Grinstead, where 27% said they did not 
live in the area. 

We interviewed a higher proportion of females than in the census – but only 
marginally so. The proportion of people from different age groups overall saw 
more under 30’s than in the census balanced by our interviewing less of the 
older group, with the middle group about right over the full area.  

48 Licensing Committee
2nd July 2018



34 Unmet demand survey 2017 

This is different to 2014 and 2011, when the under 30’s were under-
represented and the oldest group were about right. However, the differences 
should not have too significant an impact on the results.  
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5 Key stakeholder consultation 
The following key stakeholders were contacted in line with the 
recommendations of the BPG: 

 Supermarkets
 Hotels
 Pubwatch / individual pubs / night clubs
 Other entertainment venues
 Restaurants
 Hospitals
 Police
 Disability representatives
 Rail operators
 Other council contacts within all relevant local councils

Comments received have been aggregated below to provide an overall 
appreciation of the situation at the time of this survey. In some cases, there 
can be very specific comments from one stakeholder, but we have tried to 
maintain their confidentiality as far as is possible. The comments provided in 
the remainder of this Chapter are the views of those consulted, and not that 
of the authors of this report.  

Our information was obtained by telephone, email, letter or face to face 
meeting as appropriate. The list contacted includes those suggested by the 
Council, those drawn from previous similar surveys, and from general 
internet trawls for information. Our target stakeholders are as far as possible 
drawn from across the entire licensing area to ensure the review covers the 
full area and not just specific parts or areas. 

For the sake of clarity, we cover key stakeholders from the public side 
separately to those from the licensed vehicle trade element, whose views are 
summarized separately in the following Chapter. Details of those contacted 
are provided in outline format in Appendix 6. 

Where the statistical analyses in Chapter 2 demonstrate low levels of 
wheelchair accessible vehicle (WAV) provision, an increased emphasis will be 
given to the issue in terms of the focus of stakeholders but also in specific 
efforts to contact disabled users and their representatives. 

Supermarkets 
Five supermarkets told us their customers used licensed vehicles. Three had 
a free phone link whereas two told us that staff would phone for a vehicle if 
requested by customers. No customers had ever reported issues with the 
service provided. All locations were aware of ranks nearby the store. 
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Hotels 
Two hotels said their customers did use licensed vehicles. Both said reception 
would phone for a licensed vehicle if customers asked. One was aware of a 
rank whilst the other said they used a company. No customers had ever 
reported issues with the service provided.  Three others did not respond, and 
one refused to answer questions. 

Public houses 
Four pubs told us their customers did use licensed vehicles. One said 
customers always made their own arrangements if they wanted licensed 
vehicles. Another said staff would phone if asked. Another said people usually 
made their own arrangements, but staff would phone if asked. The fourth 
venue said customers would go to the rank over the road. Three were aware 
of ranks, though one named a company rather than a rank. Whilst two said 
customers had no issues, two told us there were complaints mainly for delays 
arriving and for poor service from drivers. Four others did not provide any 
response. 

Late night premises 
Four night establishments told us their customers did use licensed vehicles. 
Three said that there was a mix of staff phoning or people making their own 
arrangements. One said staff would phone when asked by customers. One 
was aware of a rank, whilst another when asked about ranks said they would 
use a company. Two locations said customers had not reported any issues. 
The other two said there were issues with delays in vehicles arriving. Five 
other locations made no response.  

Other entertainment venues 
One entertainment venue said their customers did use licensed vehicles, 
which staff would call for if asked by customers. They were aware of a 
nearby rank and no issues had ever been reported to them by customers. 
The other location said their customers did not use licensed vehicles. One 
other location made no comment. 

Restaurants 
Two restaurants responded. One said their customers used licensed vehicles, 
and that people would usually make their own arrangements, but that staff 
would also book vehicles if asked. They were not aware of any ranks nor any 
issues reported about the service provided. The other location that 
responded said their customers did not use licensed vehicles as they were 
mainly people already in the park for other reasons who used their facilities 
while there. Six others made no comment. 

Hospitals 
No response was received from local hospitals. 
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Police 
The police told us they were not aware of any issues related to licensed 
vehicles in the Mid Sussex area. 

Disability 
One of the several organisations contacted discussed the issue of hackney 
carriages at their meeting during the course of the survey, but did not have 
anything of significance to report, either positive or negative. 

Rail and other transport operators 
No comment was provided by other transport operators. 

Other Council contacts 
No other comment was provided from those contacted. 
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6 Trade stakeholder views 
The BPG encourages all studies to include ‘all those involved in the trade’. 
There are a number of different ways felt to be valid in meeting this 
requirement, partly dependent on what the licensing authority feel is 
reasonable and possible given the specifics of those involved in the trade in 
their area. 

The most direct and least costly route is to obtain comment from trade 
representatives. This can be undertaken by email, phone call or face to face 
meeting by the consultant undertaking the study. In some cases, to ensure 
validity of the work being undertaken, it may be best for the consultation to 
occur after the main work has been undertaken. This avoids anyone being 
able to claim that the survey work was influenced by any change in behavior. 

Most current studies tend to issue a letter and questionnaire to all hackney 
carriage and private hire owners, drivers and operators. This is best issued 
by the council on behalf of the independent consultant. Usual return is now 
using an on-line form of the questionnaire, with the option of postal return 
still being provided, albeit in some cases without use of a freepost return. 
Returns can be encouraged by email or direct contact via representatives. 
Some authorities cover private hire by issuing the letter and questionnaire to 
operators seeking they pass them on when drivers book on or off, or via 
vehicle data head communications. 

In all cases, we believe it is essential we document the method used clearly 
and measure response levels. The Council issued all letters to the local trade, 
with a total of 461 letters being issued. During our trade engagement day, 
we encouraged drivers at all ranks to complete responses if they had not 
done so by that time, and the trade representatives also said they would 
encourage completion. By the time the consultation closed on 11th December 
2017, there were some 102 responses, a very high level of 22%. 

On receipt of the responses, a check was undertaken to ensure there were no 
obvious duplicates or any other out of course entries. None were found. 

The average length of service identified was 13 years. The longest quoted 
was some 41 years. 

The highest percentage, 36%, said they worked six days. 27% said five 
days, 18% seven days, 9% saying three days, 7% four days and 2% just two 
days. The actual average number of days worked was five. The average 
hours worked were 41, slightly above the normal level, with a maximum of 
80 hours quoted. 
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73% owned their own vehicle, with just 17% saying that someone else also 
drove the vehicle they used.  

55% overall operated as part of a company, with people naming 21 different 
companies which at least one person worked for. Twelve companies were 
only mentioned by one person, a further two only by two people, and three 
by three people. These accounted for 47% of the responses. The top 
company was cited by a third of those providing a response. The next largest 
company was mentioned by 12% and the third company 7%. One of the 
companies mentioned by two people was known as a hackney carriage only 
company. For the hackney carriages, 13 different companies were named.   
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7 Evaluation of unmet demand and its significance 
It is first important to define our specific view about what constitutes unmet 
demand. Our definition is when a person turns up at a hackney carriage rank 
and finds there is no vehicle there available for immediate hire. This normally 
leads to a queue of people building up, some of who may walk off (taken to 
be latent demand), whilst others will wait till a vehicle collects them. Later 
passengers may well arrive when there are vehicles there, but because of the 
queue will not obtain a vehicle immediately.  

There are other instances where queues of passengers can be observed at 
hackney carriage ranks. This can occur when the level of demand is such that 
it takes longer for vehicles to move up to waiting passengers than 
passengers can board and move away. This often occurs at railway stations 
but can also occur at other ranks where high levels of passenger arrivals 
occur. We do not consider this is unmet demand, but geometric delay and 
although we note this, it is not counted towards unmet demand being 
significant. 

The industry standard index of the significance of unmet demand (ISUD) was 
initiated at the time of the introduction of section 16 of the 1985 Transport 
Act as a numeric and consistent way of evaluating unmet demand and its 
significance. The ISUD methodology was initially developed by a university 
and then adopted by one of the leading consultant groups undertaking the 
surveys made necessary to enable authorities to retain their limit on hackney 
carriage vehicle numbers. The index has been developed and deepened over 
time to take into account various court challenges. It has now become 
accepted as the industry standard test of if identified unmet demand is 
significant.  

The index is a statistical guide derived to evaluate if observed unmet demand 
is in fact significant. However, its basis is that early tests using first principles 
identified based on a moderate sample suggested that the level of index of 
80 was the cut-off above which the index was in fact significant, and that 
unmet demand therefore was such that action was needed in terms of 
additional issue of plates to reduce the demand below this level, or a 
complete change of policy if it was felt appropriate. This level has been 
accepted as part of the industry standard. However, the index is not a strict 
determinant and care is needed in providing the input samples as well as 
interpreting the result provided. However, the index has various components 
which can also be used to understand what is happening in the rank-based 
and overall licensed vehicle market. 
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ISUD draws from several different parts of the study data. Each separate 
component of the index is designed to capture a part of the operation of the 
demand for hackney carriages and reflect this numerically. Whilst the 
principal inputs are from the rank surveys, the measure of latent demand 
comes from the public on-street surveys, and any final decision about if 
identified unmet demand is significant, or in fact about the value of 
continuing the current policy of restricting vehicle numbers, must be taken 
fully in the context of a careful balance of all the evidence gathered during 
the survey process.  

The present ISUD calculation has two components which both could be zero. 
In the case that either are zero, the overall index result is zero, which means 
they clearly demonstrate there is no unmet demand which is significant, even 
if other values are high. 

The first component which can be zero is the proportion of daytime hours 
where people are observed to have to wait for a hackney carriage to arrive. 
The level of wait used is ANY average wait at all within any hour. The 
industry definition of these hours varies, the main index user counts from 
10:00 to 18:00 (i.e. eight hours ending at 17:59). The present index is clear 
that unmet demand cannot be significant if there are no such hours. The only 
rider on this component is that the sample of hours collected must include a 
fair element of such hours, and that if the value is non-zero, review of the 
potential effect of a wider sample needs to be considered. 

The other component which could be zero is the test identifying the 
proportion of passengers which are travelling in any hour when the average 
passenger wait in that hour is greater than one minute.  

If both of these components are non-zero, then the remaining components of 
the index come into play. These are the peakiness factor, the seasonality 
factor, average passenger delay, and the latent demand factor.  

Average passenger delay is the total amount of time waited by all passengers 
in the sample, divided by the total number of passengers observed who 
entered hackney carriages.  

The seasonality factor allows for the undertaking of rank survey work in 
periods which are not typical, although guidance is that such periods should 
normally be avoided if possible particularly as the impact of seasons may not 
just be on the level of passenger demand but may also impact on the level of 
supply. This is particularly true in regard to if surveys are undertaken when 
schools are active or not.  
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Periods when schools are not active can lead to more hackney carriage 
vehicles being available whilst they are not required for school contract work. 
Such periods can also reduce hackney carriage demand with people away on 
holiday from the area. Generally, use of hackney carriages is higher in 
December in the run-up to Christmas, but much lower in January, February 
and the parts of July and August when more people are likely to be on 
holiday. The factor tends to range from 0.8 for December to 1.2 for January / 
February.  

There can be special cases where summer demand needs to be covered, 
although high peaks for tourist traffic use of hackney carriages tend not to be 
so dominant at the current time, apart from in a few key tourist authorities. 

The peakiness factor is generally either 1 (level demand generally) or 0.5 
(demand has a high peak at one point during the week). This is used to allow 
for the difficulty of any transport system being able to meet high levels of 
peaking. It is rarely possible or practicable for example for any public 
transport system, or any road capacity, to be provided to cover a few hours a 
week.  

The latent demand factor was added following a court case. It comes from 
asking people in the on-street questionnaires if they have ever given up 
waiting for a hackney carriage at a rank in any part of the area. This factor 
generally only affects the level of the index as it only ranges from 1.0 (no-
one has given up) to 2.0 (everyone says they have). It is also important to 
check that people are quoting legitimate hackney carriage rank waits as 
some, despite careful questioning, quote giving up waiting at home, which 
must be for a private hire vehicle (even if in hackney carriage guise as there 
are few private homes with taxi ranks outside). 

The ISUD index is the result of multiplying each of the components together 
and benchmarking this against the cut-off value of 80. Changes in the 
individual components of the index can also be illustrative. For example, the 
growth of daytime hour queueing can be an earlier sign of unmet demand 
developing than might be apparent from the proportion of people 
experiencing a queue particularly as the former element is based on any wait 
and not just that averaging over a minute. The change to a peaky demand 
profile can tend towards reducing the potential for unmet demand to be 
significant.  

Finally, any ISUD value must be interpreted in the light of the sample used to 
feed it, as well as completely in the context of all other information gathered. 
Generally, the guide of the index will tend not to be overturned in regard to 
significant unmet demand being identified, but this cannot be assumed to be 
the case – the index is a guide and a part of the evidence. 
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For Mid Sussex in 2017 the demand profile is NOT peaky. This means that all 
other values in the equation are effectively at the measured level, rather 
than reduced to half values if the profile was peaky. 

For the 2017 information, no passenger queues were observed at all during 
the off-peak periods observed, so the value of the index of significance of 
unmet demand overall is zero – i.e. there is no unmet demand in the Mid 
Sussex licensing area at this time which is significant. 

Considering the parts of the index, the level of average passenger delay has 
now reduced from 0.12 minutes in 2014 to 0.083 now; the proportion of 
passengers travelling in hours with over a minute of delay was 12.5%, it is 
now 0.597%; the proportion of hours in off peak with any passenger delay 
was 4.7% and is now zero. The only statistic which has increased is the 
latent demand factor, which was 1.03 but has now increased to 1.047 for all 
the information collected.  

However, the Hassocks station rank received significant mention that people 
had given up waiting there, which would increase the factor to 1.08, apart 
from the fact that there is no rank there, so this should not really be 
included. Further, the other three stations all require supplementary permits, 
more onerously than three years ago, so the Council is unable to influence 
plates to go there. This means the latent demand factor to be used in a 
council rank only evaluation would be 1.007; there being very little latent 
demand at the non-station ranks. 

The overall value of ISUD (including all ranks) was 7.3 three years ago, as 
already noted this time the value is zero. No estimate has been made purely 
for the council only ranks as the off peak zero value will also imply that this 
index would also be zero. 
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8 Summary and synthesis 
This Unmet demand survey 2017 on behalf of Mid Sussex District Council has 
been undertaken following the guidance of the Department for Transport 
Best Practice Guidance (BPG) and other recent case history regarding unmet 
demand and its significance. It has been undertaken using the current status 
of law and practise as at the end of January 2018. 

Background and context 
This survey is the latest in a regular set of reviews of the status of unmet 
demand within the District, which forms part of the two-tier authority of West 
Sussex County. It was undertaken between October 2017 and December 
2017, with video rank observations in November, an all-trade driver survey 
in November and December, on-street pedestrian interviews in November 
and key stakeholder consultation throughout the period. 

Hackney carriage vehicle numbers have been fixed at 154 since 2004. 
Present private hire vehicle numbers are about twice the level of 1997 whilst 
hackney carriage numbers have increased 18% since the same date. Driver 
licences remain either for hackney carriage or private hire with both groups 
following a similar recent pattern of some growth but very recent marginal 
reduction in numbers. 

Most wheel chair accessible vehicles are within the hackney carriage side of 
the licensed vehicle trade. The current level of 19% is marginally less than 
the typical level held since 2001. This compares to the national average for 
mixed vehicle fleets of 24%. Private hire has a few wheel chair accessible 
vehicles. Mid Sussex is one of the earliest adopters of Sections 165 and 167 
of the Equality Act. 

The local licensed vehicle industry is fairly integrated between the hackney 
carriage and private hire elements compared to many other authorities. 
While there are two relatively visible hackney carriage only telephone 
networks, about a third of all the operators have mixed hackney carriage / 
private hire fleets. Competition between the private hire companies is 
moderate with three large companies but also 19 smaller operators many of 
which provide for niche markets. Most of the vehicles on both sides of the 
fleet tend to focus on one area, with most synergy between Hayward’s Heath 
and Burgess Hill. However, there is less integration in East Grinstead and 
much higher levels in Burgess Hill / Hayward’s Heath. 
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Rank observations 
There are three main differences in rank provision / usage since the last 
survey. The feeder rank at Hayward’s Heath station has moved to a distant 
location with the rebuild of the station car park there. There are a new pair of 
ranks in The Broadway, Hayward’s Heath replacing Perrymount Road, and 
changes in night-life have rendered all but the station rank in East Grinstead 
redundant, although an informal location has sprung up there. 

Review of use of ranks by other vehicles saw the worst abuse by private cars 
at The Broadway, where 58% of observed vehicles during our survey were 
private vehicles rather than hackney carriages. On the contrary, only 1% of 
vehicles observed at or near ranks were private hire vehicles despite the 
mixed nature of the fleet. However, part of this relates to the clear provision 
of separate pick-up facilities for private hire at two of the busiest locations, 
and the fact that some other locations tend to see mainly hackney carriage 
operation of most telephone bookings. 

Hayward’s Heath station retains its strong dominant position in providing 
56% of all estimated passenger usage at ranks in the area. The other two 
large stations of Burgess Hill and East Grinstead account for a further 23% 
and 11% respectively. This means 90% of all rank demand in passenger 
terms is from private ranks needing supplementary permits. 

The next largest contribution of passengers at ranks is from Church Road, 
Burgess Hill, with some 3%, although the bulk of these are clearly telephone 
bookings undertaken by hackney carriage. South Road and The Broadway at 
Hayward’s Heath both provide 2% of estimated passenger demand, as does 
Civic Way, Burgess Hill. The recently developing informal location at East 
Grinstead sees around 1%. Only South Road and Civic Way tend to operate 
as classic ranks with vehicles regularly waiting for custom, although even the 
former has a high level of apparent pre-bookings observed. 

Overall demand is very similar to that three years ago. Demand profiles and 
levels appear similar on both Fridays and Saturdays with perhaps a bit more 
usage on Saturdays. The Church Road rank is used as much when it is 
formally not operating as when it is (but again this appears to be principally 
telephone demand by hackney carriages). The overall demand profile is not 
heavily peaked to any one time period although there are a number of peaks 
on both days. 

Service to most ranks is good. The Library rank in Burgess Hill and the 
informal location in East Grinstead see fair levels of service. Overall, this is a 
very healthy picture. 
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The only wheel chair passengers observed using hackney carriages from 
ranks were at Church Road, Burgess Hill, although all these appeared to be 
telephone based, albeit using hackney carriages. Our observations at ranks 
found 27% of all vehicles appearing to be wheel chair accessible style, 
suggesting more of these vehicles focus their service on ranks in the area. 
Both stations have even higher proportions of vehicles, very encouraging. 

The plate activity review on the Friday found 42% of the fleet active during 
the sample covered. The highest proportion were observed at Hayward’s 
Heath station, followed by Burgess Hill station and then East Grinstead, 
approximately in order of the levels of usage. Only 5% of the plates observed 
were seen in more than one of the three main areas. There were also clearly 
a number of vehicles that focussed only on the council ranks. There seemed 
to be more such vehicles in this survey compared to last time which may 
result from the change in the permit system to requirement for a separate 
permit for each station. 

On street public views 
300 on-street interviews were undertaken with people across the area, 
covering all four main centres. 46% overall said they had used a licensed 
vehicle in the area in the last three months, increased from three years’ ago. 
Burgess Hill had highest quoted usage and East Grinstead the lowest. 
However, actual usage in overall frequency terms was the reverse. The 
quoted usage of ranks appeared to have increased from three years ago, 
being 37% overall. 

For those booking by telephone there was a fair level of competition, with 
83% of quoted trade shared between six named companies. There is 
evidence that Hassocks is now much more an independent area compared to 
previous surveys with companies quoted there not mentioned anywhere else. 

In terms of hackney carriages, they are visible but one in three said they 
could not remember when they last used one. The level of non-use is highest 
in East Grinstead and actually zero in Hayward’s Heath.  

People mainly knew of the station ranks and not the smaller ranks. This 
confirms other views that the smaller ranks are mainly places people go to 
meet pre-booked hackney carriage vehicles. There were no significant 
requests for new ranks, apart from a desire for a rank in ‘High Street East 
Grinstead’, albeit only by a very small number of people.  
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Issues with hackney carriages were about the same level as three years ago, 
and mainly not significant. East Grinstead seemed to have lower levels of 
satisfaction whilst there appeared to be major issues with the operations in 
Hassocks although given the lack of active ranks this is most likely to be 
more related to private hire companies than to hackney carriages.  

The main item that might increase hackney carriage usage focussed on cost, 
with some suggestion that improved service might increase usage. 

The issue of need for adapted vehicles shows no difference from three years’ 
ago. 

There was no latent demand quoted in Burgess Hill. People only had latent 
demand from the station rank at Hayward’s Heath. Whilst the level of latent 
demand at East Grinstead was high at the station, there were a quarter of 
repondents saying they had given up elsewhere, again supporting the need 
for a town centre rank active there. 

Key stakeholder views 
Many key stakeholders as usual had formal links to private hire companies. 
However, a very good proportion were aware of ranks and that their 
customers did use them. The police felt there were sufficient vehicles and 
there were very few problems identified. 

Trade views 
The all-driver survey received a very high level of 22% response. A high level 
of experience was identified. Average days worked was five, with a slightly 
above average 41-hour week quoted. Most vehicles were owned by those 
that drove them, with 55% being part of a company. Hackney carriage 
respondents themselves named some 13 different companies, of which one 
was one of the known hackney carriage only operators. 

Formal evaluation of significance of unmet demand 
During this set of observations, no passenger queues were observed at all 
during any off-peak period. This means the overall evaluation is that any 
observed unmet demand cannot be significant at this point in time. 

All other parts of the index showed reduction, i.e. improved levels of service 
compared to three years ago apart from the latent demand factor which had 
increased from 1.03 to 1.047, still a very low level. The overall value has 
reduced from 7.3 to zero.  
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Synthesis 
Licensed vehicle operations in Mid Sussex at this point in time seem to be 
generally very healthy, with good levels of customer satisfaction. There 
appears to have been a trend towards stability but also towards operations 
being kept to the four separate towns. East Grinstead tends to have the least 
amount of integration between the hackney carriage and private hire trades 
whilst Hayward’s Heath and Burgess Hill tend to see more higher levels of 
integration, with many companies having mixed fleets. In fact, much of the 
council only rank operations appear to be pre-booked work, but principally 
undertaken by hackney carriages on telephone networks.  

The revised operation at Hayward’s Heath station generally seems to work 
well at most times, though some delays occur with the transfer time between 
the ranks. The new arrangement at The Broadway seems to be developing 
passenger usage. 

The principal council only active rank is the Library rank in Burgess Hill, 
followed by South Road, Hayward’s Heath. Church Road sees active use by 
hackney carriages, but none tend to use the rank to wait at all – apart from 
sometimes at night when ironically the rank is not formally active.  

The only concern is that 90% of hackney carriage passengers come from 
ranks which require a supplementary permit. This implies that the bulk of 
hackney carriages in the area could be impacted at any time by changes 
outside the control of the local authority. However, there seems to be a 
greater focus now by some hackney carriage drivers away from such 
reliance, albeit at a very low overall level. 

Overall, for these council ranks, most people will make a booking but usually 
obtain a hackney carriage for their trip. This means that most people will 
consider hackney carriages are the only available licensed vehicle in the area, 
and may well expect to obtain a hackney carriage in response to any phone-
call particularly if from the Hayward’s Heath or Burgess Hill central areas. 

This mixed fleet operation seems to give the highest level of satisfaction. The 
poorest service according to the public appears to be in the area without 
ranks (Hassocks). There appears to be demand for more hackney carriage 
style service in East Grinstead where the two fleets operate more separately. 
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9 Study Conclusions 
On the basis of the evidence gathered in this Unmet demand survey 2017 for 
Mid Sussex District Council, our key conclusion is that there is no evidence of 
any unmet demand for the services of hackney carriages either patent or 
latent which is significant at this point in time in the Mid Sussex District 
Council licensing area.  

This allows the committee legitimately to retain the limit on vehicle numbers, 
and to do so at the present level if it so wishes. Further, this decision could 
be defended if challenged. 

Department for Transport Best Practice Guidance encourages a new survey 
within a three-year timeline.  

The present limit on vehicle numbers continues to provide benefit to the 
public in terms of stability and good service. 

There is need for a new rank in the centre of East Grinstead. 

Taking on board the provisions of Sections 165/167 appears to have provided 
benefit to those needing wheel chair accessible services with an excellent 
level of use observed, albeit at a rank with principally telephone booked 
usage. 

The planned introduction of the hackney carriage livery will provide improved 
definition in passenger minds of how they can get the different styles of 
licensed vehicles, and this needs to be backed up with education to ensure 
confusion is reduced, particularly given the high level of mixed vehicle 
companies in the Haywards’ Heath and Burgess Hill areas (which seem to 
provide the highest levels of satisfaction). 
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Appendix 1 Industry Statistics 

hcv phv 
total 

veh nos. hcd phd
dual 

drivers 
total 

drivers Operators
% 

hcv 
WAV 

% 
phv 
WAV 

1994D 130 240 
1997D 138 111 249 285 120 405 12 
1999D 140 150 290 290 190 480 34 15 
2001D 135 201 336 265 210 475 36 19 
2004D 154 182 336 232 236 468 35 21 
2005D 154 195 349 204 221 46 471 30 21 
2007D 154 220 374 265 290 48 603 42 21 
2009D 154 243 397 207 289 52 548 52 21 
2010N 154 260 414 238 312 26 575 57 21 2 
2011D 154 247 401 268 334 602 61 21 2 
2012N 154 223 377 248 297 545 61 23 3 
2013D 154 176 330 227 260 487 61 20 1 
2014N 154 203 357 229 273 502 64 20 2 
2015D 154 209 363 231 285 516 67 20 
2017D 154 227 381 231 299 530 72 19 1 
2017C 154 224 378 227 294 521 69 
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Appendix 2 List of ranks in area 

Rank / operating hours Spaces (approx) Comments 

Hayward’s Heath 

South Road 5 

Broadway 2 + 2 Pair of ranks both operating 18:00 to 07:00, 
one near Pizza Express southbound, other near 
Grapes and Grain, northbound. 

Burgess Hill 

Civic Way, behind library 10 To be revised with redevelopment of area 

Church Road 2 Daytime only rank, 08:00 to 18:00 near W H 
Smith  

Hassocks 

Keymer Road, Budgens 1 In lay-by alongside road – but unused 

East Grinstead 

West View Gardens 2 Remains unused 

London Road (Bliss) 1 Club no longer there 

Little King St (Wetherspoons) 3 Night only – but unused 

Private ranks (all needing permit from railway agents) 

Hayward’s Heath Railway 
station plus feeder 

11+6 Feeder now behind car park and linked to 
main rank by cctv system 

Burgess Hill Railway station 
forecourt 

6-10 Part issue as very near public highway so 
some debate about where private rank ends 

East Grinstead Railway Station 4+6 

Hassocks Station 2 Lost with redevelopment of station 
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Appendix 3 Hours covered by rank observations 

See separate document 

Appendix 4 Detailed rank observation results 

See separate document 

Appendix 5 – Detailed on street results 

See separate document 
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Friday 16:00 7 10 10 7 10 5
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Friday 18:00 9 1 12 12 12 5
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Friday 20:00 3 14 14 10 4
Friday 21:00 4 15 15 1 11 5
Friday 22:00 5 16 16 2 12 5
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Friday 00:00 7 18 4 14 4
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Saturday 03:00 10 7 2
Saturday 04:00 0
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Saturday 09:00 24 1
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Saturday 12:00 27 3 11 3 2 5
Saturday 13:00 28 4 12 4 3 5
Saturday 14:00 29 5 13 5 4 5
Saturday 15:00 30 6 14 6 5 5
Saturday 16:00 31 7 15 7 6 5
Saturday 17:00 32 8 16 8 7 5
Saturday 18:00 11 33 9 3
Saturday 19:00 12 34 10 3
Saturday 20:00 13 35 11 3
Saturday 21:00 14 36 12 8 4
Saturday 22:00 15 37 13 9 4
Saturday 23:00 16 38 14 10 4
Saturday 00:00 17 39 15 11 4
Sunday 01:00 18 40 16 12 4
Sunday 02:00 19 41 13 3
Sunday 03:00 20 14 2
Sunday 04:00 21 1
Sunday 05:00 22 1
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170
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for detailed watch
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survey
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and usage observed
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Week day
Cameras active

Weekend day
Weekend night

Inter periods

2014 hours and
usage

Haywards Heath Burgess Hill East Grinstead

Week night

Rank Spaces
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M
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ait 
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HH, South Road 3/11/17 6 3 2 1 2 2 66% 3 00:25:40 00:00:00 00:42:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 7 2 0 0 0 1 100% 1 00:05:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 8 1 0 0 0 2 100% 2 00:12:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 9 6 0 0 0 5 100% 5 00:08:48

HH, South Road 3/11/17 10 7 2 2 1 2 40% 5 00:12:36 00:29:30 00:39:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 11 5 1 1 1 4 80% 5 00:30:48 00:10:00 00:10:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 12 7 5 5 1 3 38% 8 00:16:08 00:18:48 00:35:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 13 4 5 4 1.3 2 33% 6 00:16:50 00:13:00 00:34:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 14 6 0 0 0 5 100% 5 00:05:12

HH, South Road 3/11/17 15 6 9 6 1.5 1 14% 7 00:07:17 00:06:40 00:13:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 16 8 8 6 1.3 2 25% 8 00:05:30 00:04:30 00:13:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 17 2 0 0 0 2 100% 2 00:04:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 18 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1 00:02:00

HH, South Road 3/11/17 19 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 3/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 3/11/17 21 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 3/11/17 22 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1
HH, South Road 3/11/17 23 2 0 0 0 2 100% 2
HH, South Road 4/11/17 0 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1
HH, South Road 4/11/17 1 2 0 0 0 2 100% 2
HH, South Road 4/11/17 2 2 0 0 0 2 100% 2
HH, South Road 4/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 4/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 4/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 4/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 3/11/17 66 32 25 1.3 40 61% 66
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HH, South Road 4/11/17 7 1 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 4/11/17 8 2 0 0 0 3 100% 3
HH, South Road 4/11/17 9 2 0 0 0 1 100% 1 00:09:00

HH, South Road 4/11/17 10 3 3 3 1 1 25% 4 00:16:00 00:13:20 00:28:00

HH, South Road 4/11/17 11 6 10 6 1.7 0 0% 6 05:20:00 00:05:20 00:14:00

HH, South Road 4/11/17 12 7 3 3 1 3 50% 6 00:15:40 00:28:20 00:41:00

HH, South Road 4/11/17 13 5 1 1 1 4 80% 5 00:08:36

HH, South Road 4/11/17 14 3 3 2 1.5 1 33% 3 00:09:40 00:12:00 00:15:00

HH, South Road 4/11/17 15 2 0 0 0 3 100% 3 00:26:00

HH, South Road 4/11/17 16 1 1 1 1 0 0% 1 00:21:00 00:21:00 00:21:00

HH, South Road 4/11/17 17 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 4/11/17 18 1 1 1 1 0 0% 1
HH, South Road 4/11/17 19 8 0 0 0 8 100% 8
HH, South Road 4/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 4/11/17 21 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 4/11/17 22 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 4/11/17 23 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 5/11/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 5/11/17 1 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1
HH, South Road 5/11/17 2 3 0 0 0 3 100% 3
HH, South Road 5/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 5/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 5/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, South Road 4/11/17 45 22 17 1.3 28 62% 45
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HH, Boulevard 3/11/17 18 1 1 1 1 0 0% 1 00:01:11 00:01:11 00:01:11

HH, Boulevard 3/11/17 19 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 3/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 3/11/17 21 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 3/11/17 22 2 1 1 1 1 50% 2 00:07:03 00:06:37 00:06:37

HH, Boulevard 3/11/17 23 2 3 1 3 1 50% 2 00:09:39 00:12:11 00:12:11

HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 0 4 6 3 2 1 25% 4 00:02:39 00:03:12 00:04:46

HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 1 10 17 8 2.1 2 20% 10 00:08:21 00:09:18 00:15:14

HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 2 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 3/11/17 19 28 14 2 5 26% 19 00:00:00
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle A

rrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

A
verage Passenger W

aiting Tim
e in H

our

A
verage Passenger W

aiting Tim
e, those 

w
aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-5 m

ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-10 m

ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or m
ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait tim
e

HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 18 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 19 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 21 2 2 1 2 1 50% 2 00:00:32 00:00:25 00:00:25

HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 22 4 4 3 1.3 1 25% 4 00:05:02 00:01:41 00:01:59

HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 23 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 5/11/17 0 5 3 3 1 1 25% 4 00:06:23 00:07:24 00:19:06

HH, Boulevard 5/11/17 1 6 7 5 1.4 2 29% 7 00:06:32 00:09:10 00:15:04

HH, Boulevard 5/11/17 2 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 5/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 5/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 5/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
HH, Boulevard 4/11/17 17 16 12 1.3 5 29% 17 00:00:00
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a 

fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e, those w

aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-5

m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-10

m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or
m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait tim
e

BH, Library 3/11/17 7 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 3/11/17 8 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 3/11/17 9 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1 00:14:21

BH, Library 3/11/17 10 3 4 3 1.3 0 0% 3 00:12:15 00:12:15 00:14:08

BH, Library 3/11/17 11 6 6 4 1.5 1 20% 5 00:23:38 00:22:53 00:34:58

BH, Library 3/11/17 12 8 7 6 1.2 2 25% 8 00:09:19 00:09:29 00:15:16

BH, Library 3/11/17 13 4 4 3 1.3 2 40% 5 00:07:00 00:06:32 00:10:07

BH, Library 3/11/17 14 5 3 2 1.5 2 50% 4 00:26:01 00:17:35 00:18:27

BH, Library 3/11/17 15 2 0 0 0 3 100% 3 00:20:12

BH, Library 3/11/17 16 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1 00:02:16

BH, Library 3/11/17 17 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1 00:01:26

BH, Library 3/11/17 18 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 3/11/17 19 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 3/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 3/11/17 21 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 3/11/17 22 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 3/11/17 23 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 2 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 3/11/17 31 24 18 1.3 13 42% 31 00:00:00
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger 
D

epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving 

em
pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting 
Tim

e (for a fare)

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e, those w

aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

1-5 m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

6-10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or
m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

BH, Library 4/11/17 7 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 8 3 0 0 0 1 100% 1 00:20:38 00:23:58 00:26:52

BH, Library 4/11/17 9 3 4 4 1 0 0% 4 00:11:03 00:11:03 00:17:07 00:01:32 00:06:09 1 00:06
BH, Library 4/11/17 10 6 6 4 1.5 1 20% 5 00:11:54 00:13:17 00:20:52 00:00:10 00:01:00 1 00:01
BH, Library 4/11/17 11 5 8 5 1.6 1 17% 6 00:08:22 00:07:14 00:19:05 00:00:17 00:02:17 1 00:02
BH, Library 4/11/17 12 5 3 2 1.5 1 33% 3 00:31:27 00:23:27 00:25:29

BH, Library 4/11/17 13 3 8 4 2 2 33% 6 00:01:21 00:01:21 00:01:49 00:06:42 00:07:40 4 1 2 00:13
BH, Library 4/11/17 14 4 3 2 1.5 2 50% 4 00:05:31 00:09:14 00:13:56

BH, Library 4/11/17 15 3 2 1 2 2 67% 3 00:04:54 00:00:55 00:00:55 00:06:27 00:06:27 2 2 00:09
BH, Library 4/11/17 16 2 2 1 2 1 50% 2 00:00:38 00:01:03 00:01:03

BH, Library 4/11/17 17 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 18 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 19 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 21 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 22 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 23 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 5/11/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 5/11/17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 5/11/17 2 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 5/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 5/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 5/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 5/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Library 4/11/17 34 36 23 1.6 11 32% 34 00:02:28 8 4 2 00:13
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e, those w

aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-

5 m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-

10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or
m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 7 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 8 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 9 4 0 0 0 4 100% 4
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 10 5 2 2 1 3 60% 5
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 11 4 0 0 0 4 100% 4
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 12 2 1 1 1 1 50% 2
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 13 2 2 1 2 1 50% 2
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 14 5 2 2 1 3 60% 5 00:00:24

BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 15 1 2 1 2 0 0% 1
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 16 2 1 1 1 1 50% 2 00:08:30 00:17:00 00:17:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 17 2 4 1 4 1 50% 2
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 18 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 19 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 21 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 22 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 3/11/17 23 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 0 5 6 3 2 2 40% 5 00:00:48 00:01:20 00:04:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 1 9 7 6 1.4 1 14% 7 00:02:40 00:03:15 00:08:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 2 4 6 3 2 3 50% 6 00:03:40 00:06:30 00:13:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 47 33 21 1.6 26 55% 47
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e, those w

aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-

5 m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-

10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or
m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 7 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 8 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 9 7 0 0 0 7 100% 7 00:00:26

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 10 1 2 1 2 0 0% 1 00:02:30 00:05:00 00:05:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 11 6 6 4 1.5 2 33% 6 00:02:50

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 12 3 1 1 1 2 67% 3
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 13 4 2 2 1 2 50% 4 00:03:30 00:07:00 00:14:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 14 5 3 2 1.5 3 60% 5 00:02:48

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 15 3 3 2 1.5 1 33% 3
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 16 2 3 1 3 0 0% 1
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 17 1 1 1 1 0 0% 1 00:10:00 00:10:00 00:10:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 18 1 2 1 2 1 50% 2 00:02:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 19 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 21 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 22 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 4/11/17 23 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 5/11/17 0 2 2 1 2 0 0% 1
BH, Upr Ch Rd 5/11/17 1 7 6 3 2 3 50% 6 00:03:24 00:05:40 00:17:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 5/11/17 2 0 1 1 1 1 0% 2 00:15:30 00:20:00 00:20:00

BH, Upr Ch Rd 5/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 5/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 5/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Upr Ch Rd 42 32 20 1.6 22 52% 42
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger 
D

epartures

Loaded Vehicle 
D

epartures

Average vehicle 
occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving 

em
pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting 
Tim

e (for a fare)

Average Passenger 
W

aiting Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger 
W

aiting Tim
e, those 

w
aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

1-5 m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

6-10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins
or m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 7 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 8 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 9 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 10 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 11 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 12 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 13 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 14 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 15 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 16 1 1 1 1 0 0% 1
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 17 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 18 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 19 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 21 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 22 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 23 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 2 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 3/11/17 1 1 1 1 0 0% 1
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger 
D

epartures

Loaded Vehicle 
D

epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving 

em
pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting 
Tim

e (for a fare)

Average Passenger 
W

aiting Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger 
W

aiting Tim
e, those 

w
aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

1-5 m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

6-10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins
or m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 7 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 8 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 9 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 10 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 11 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 12 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 13 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 14 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 15 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 16 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 17 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 18 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 19 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 20 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 21 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 22 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 23 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 5/11/17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 5/11/17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 5/11/17 2 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 5/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 5/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 5/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 5/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
Keymer Rd, Hassocks 4/11/17 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle A

rrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

A
verage Passenger W

aiting Tim
e in H

our

A
verage Passenger W

aiting Tim
e, those 

w
aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-5 m

ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-10 m

ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or m
ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait tim
e

EG, London Rd informal 3/11/17 21 2 2 2 1 0 0% 2 00:00:56 00:00:56 00:01:53

EG, London Rd informal 3/11/17 22 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, London Rd informal 3/11/17 23 3 0 0 0 3 100% 3 00:00:52

EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 0 9 12 6 2 2 25% 8 00:04:25 00:03:48 00:08:29 00:00:29 00:04:14 2 00:04
EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 1 7 9 5 1.8 3 38% 8 00:04:04 00:05:53 00:19:32

EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 2 1 2 1 2 0 0% 1 00:01:11 00:01:11 00:01:11

EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, London Rd informal 3/11/17 22 25 14 1.8 8 36% 22 00:00:20 2 0 0 00:04
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle A

rrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

A
verage Passenger W

aiting Tim
e in H

our

A
verage Passenger W

aiting Tim
e, those 

w
aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-5 m

ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-10 m

ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or m
ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait tim
e

EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 21 2 0 0 0 2 100% 2 00:00:50

EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 22 3 2 2 1 1 33% 3 00:03:01 00:04:17 00:07:37

EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 23 1 0 0 0 1 100% 1 00:00:52

EG, London Rd informal 5/11/17 0 7 9 4 2.2 3 43% 7 00:01:14 00:01:56 00:04:08

EG, London Rd informal 5/11/17 1 3 1 1 1 2 67% 3 00:02:32 00:00:52 00:00:52

EG, London Rd informal 5/11/17 2 2 0 0 0 2 100% 2 00:00:38

EG, London Rd informal 5/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, London Rd informal 5/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, London Rd informal 5/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, London Rd informal 5/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, London Rd informal 4/11/17 18 12 7 1.7 11 61% 18 00:00:00
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting 
Tim

e (for a fare)

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e, those w

aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

1-5 m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

6-10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or
m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 7 13 11 9 1.2 1 10% 10 00:15:55 00:16:57 00:41:37

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 8 13 14 14 1 0 0% 14 00:13:12 00:13:12 00:32:17

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 9 12 8 8 1 0 0% 8 00:32:39 00:32:39 01:00:33

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 10 13 13 13 1 2 13% 15 00:21:26 00:22:47 00:39:37

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 11 13 17 11 1.5 3 21% 14 00:12:45 00:11:04 00:28:45

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 12 22 18 16 1.1 3 16% 19 00:13:29 00:14:17 00:34:32

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 13 15 16 15 1.1 0 0% 15 00:19:01 00:19:01 00:27:41

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 14 23 27 23 1.2 0 0% 23 00:15:12 00:15:12 00:33:13

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 15 27 25 22 1.1 4 15% 26 00:12:09 00:12:31 00:26:14

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 16 26 31 25 1.2 1 4% 26 00:14:52 00:14:57 00:22:25

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 17 40 46 41 1.1 1 2% 42 00:08:11 00:08:11 00:16:30

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 18 75 81 72 1.1 0 0% 72 00:04:49 00:04:49 00:13:11 00:00:01 00:01:03 2 00:01
Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 19 79 100 82 1.2 0 0% 82 00:02:36 00:02:36 00:07:28 00:00:10 00:01:52 9 00:02
Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 20 51 50 42 1.2 0 0% 42 00:16:22 00:16:22 00:32:50

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 21 35 41 34 1.2 0 0% 34 00:32:14 00:32:14 01:00:33

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 22 40 47 40 1.2 0 0% 40 00:24:32 00:24:32 00:52:16

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 3/11/17 23 50 74 55 1.3 0 0% 55 00:14:53 00:14:53 00:32:28

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 0 49 61 42 1.5 1 2% 43 00:29:04 00:23:12

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 1 17 19 17 1.1 1 6% 18
Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 2 2 5 4 1.2 8 67% 12
Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 3 5 0 2 100% 2
Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 4 8 10 4 2.5 3 43% 7 00:00:13 00:01:06 2 00:01
Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 5 4 3 3 1 2 40% 5 00:35:35 00:42:25

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 6 4 2 2 1 1 33% 3
Hayward's Hth, Stn, private3/11/17 636 719 594 1.2 33 5% 627 00:00:02 13 0 0
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

Average Passenger W
aiting Tim

e in H
our

Average Passenger W
aiting Tim

e, those 
w

aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-5 m

ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-10 m

ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or m
ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait tim
e

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 7 4 2 2 1 2 50% 4 00:59:43 00:55:42 01:05:20

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 8 11 9 8 1.1 4 33% 12 00:57:26 00:59:10 02:03:00

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 9 10 9 8 1.1 1 11% 9 01:06:38 01:06:38 02:14:54

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 10 15 7 7 1 2 22% 9 01:10:18 01:15:20 02:10:08

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 11 15 14 12 1.2 3 20% 15 00:50:04 00:50:29 01:45:41

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 12 17 26 22 1.2 2 8% 24 00:37:25 00:39:02 01:44:10

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 13 20 13 12 1.1 2 14% 14 00:46:45 00:47:10 01:59:39

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 14 20 26 19 1.4 2 10% 21 00:41:09 00:42:56 01:30:24

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 15 23 21 18 1.2 3 14% 21 00:41:16 00:40:50 01:37:22

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 16 17 16 16 1 1 6% 17 00:34:06 00:33:51 01:12:19

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 17 38 49 37 1.3 4 10% 41 00:20:34 00:21:06 00:39:17

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 18 53 83 54 1.5 0 0% 54 00:13:06 00:13:06 00:30:53

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 19 42 51 34 1.5 3 8% 37 00:22:39 00:23:56 00:55:12

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 20 37 48 35 1.4 3 8% 38 00:21:27 00:22:03 00:53:42

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 21 41 67 38 1.8 3 7% 41 00:23:44 00:23:23 01:17:05

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 22 31 40 28 1.4 3 10% 31 00:28:27 00:28:36 01:11:56

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 4/11/17 23 38 71 47 1.5 0 0% 47 00:13:13 00:13:13 00:40:28

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 5/11/17 0 49 63 38 1.7 1 3% 39 00:20:29 00:20:42 00:48:07 00:00:01 00:01:41 1 00:01
Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 5/11/17 1 23 43 28 1.5 2 7% 30 00:22:20 00:22:45 01:03:33 00:00:59 00:05:22 6 2 00:06
Hayward's Hth, Stn, private 5/11/17 2 2 7 5 1.4 6 55% 11 00:09:47

Hayward's Hth, Stn, private4/11/17 506 665 468 1.4 47 9% 515 00:00:04 7 2 0
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for 

a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e, those w

aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-5

m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-

10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or
m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

BH, Station 3/11/17 8 12 11 9 1.2 0 0% 9 00:08:44 00:08:44 00:22:29 00:00:33 00:02:04 3 00:02
BH, Station 3/11/17 9 7 4 4 1 1 20% 5 00:46:03 00:36:59 00:58:50

BH, Station 3/11/17 10 4 2 2 1 4 67% 6 00:29:06 00:29:06 00:36:22

BH, Station 3/11/17 11 6 10 8 1.2 0 0% 8 00:12:28 00:11:21 00:19:09

BH, Station 3/11/17 12 9 7 7 1 2 22% 9 00:13:17 00:12:26 00:35:32

BH, Station 3/11/17 13 9 7 7 1 0 0% 7 00:16:31 00:16:52 00:46:58

BH, Station 3/11/17 14 8 4 4 1 3 43% 7 00:23:46 00:24:51 00:33:18

BH, Station 3/11/17 15 8 9 8 1.1 1 11% 9 00:20:28 00:22:26 00:27:47

BH, Station 3/11/17 16 8 7 5 1.4 1 17% 6 00:30:04 00:30:04 00:43:39

BH, Station 3/11/17 17 17 20 20 1 0 0% 20 00:09:01 00:09:01 00:22:19

BH, Station 3/11/17 18 14 12 12 1 0 0% 12 00:16:18 00:16:18 00:31:05

BH, Station 3/11/17 19 13 23 16 1.4 0 0% 16 00:10:21 00:10:21 00:22:44

BH, Station 3/11/17 20 18 17 13 1.3 3 19% 16 00:12:29 00:13:12 00:20:56

BH, Station 3/11/17 21 14 19 11 1.7 1 8% 12 00:18:40 00:18:14 00:29:03

BH, Station 3/11/17 22 25 37 26 1.4 1 4% 27 00:08:08 00:08:08 00:16:34

BH, Station 3/11/17 23 45 71 44 1.6 1 2% 45 00:04:17 00:04:19 00:14:16 00:00:22 00:02:41 10 00:03
BH, Station 4/11/17 0 19 24 17 1.4 1 6% 18 00:17:44 00:13:57 00:50:32

BH, Station 4/11/17 1 2 2 1 2 5 83% 6 00:33:48 00:00:51 00:01:43 2 00:01
BH, Station 4/11/17 2 7 7 4 1.8 1 20% 5 00:11:26 00:03:13 00:08:15

BH, Station 4/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 2 100% 2
BH, Station 4/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Station 4/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Station 4/11/17 6 3 1 1 1 0 0% 1 00:20:04 00:20:04 00:47:28 00:04:19 00:04:19 1 00:04
BH, Station 3/11/17 248 294 219 1.3 27 11% 246 00:00:08 16 0 0 00:04
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e, those w

aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-

5 m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-

10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or
m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

BH, Station 4/11/17 7 2 3 3 1 0 0% 3 00:38:22 00:38:22 00:38:33

BH, Station 4/11/17 8 5 7 5 1.4 0 0% 5 00:14:23 00:14:23 00:29:21

BH, Station 4/11/17 9 7 7 4 1.8 3 43% 7 00:17:26 00:19:47 00:45:38

BH, Station 4/11/17 10 6 5 3 1.7 3 50% 6 00:18:03 00:21:08 00:34:05

BH, Station 4/11/17 11 5 5 5 1 0 0% 5 00:36:07 00:36:07 00:42:54

BH, Station 4/11/17 12 6 5 2 2.5 2 50% 4 00:27:06 00:16:26 00:21:42

BH, Station 4/11/17 13 2 6 3 2 2 40% 5 00:03:07 00:03:07 00:04:56

BH, Station 4/11/17 14 10 5 5 1 1 17% 6 00:21:11 00:20:57 00:50:19

BH, Station 4/11/17 15 8 12 6 2 2 25% 8 00:35:04 00:40:49 00:59:30

BH, Station 4/11/17 16 4 9 5 1.8 1 17% 6 00:17:12 00:17:12 00:26:56

BH, Station 4/11/17 17 10 16 10 1.6 0 0% 10 00:16:14 00:16:14 00:35:26 00:00:27 00:03:14 2 00:03
BH, Station 4/11/17 18 10 14 9 1.6 2 18% 11 00:17:15 00:15:56 00:25:51

BH, Station 4/11/17 19 14 12 8 1.5 3 27% 11 00:14:45 00:13:48 00:21:54

BH, Station 4/11/17 20 9 15 10 1.5 1 9% 11 00:19:40 00:19:40 00:33:48

BH, Station 4/11/17 21 15 21 12 1.8 0 0% 12 00:16:36 00:16:36 00:23:44

BH, Station 4/11/17 22 25 33 22 1.5 3 12% 25 00:11:27 00:11:08 00:20:36

BH, Station 4/11/17 23 34 64 37 1.7 0 0% 37 00:04:28 00:04:28 00:12:09

BH, Station 5/11/17 0 28 48 24 2 1 4% 25 00:09:54 00:09:46 00:19:09 00:00:05 00:02:05 2 00:02
BH, Station 5/11/17 1 21 29 18 1.6 3 14% 21 00:04:50 00:03:39 00:15:25

BH, Station 5/11/17 2 4 7 4 1.8 5 56% 9 00:08:22 00:07:55 00:22:22

BH, Station 5/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Station 5/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Station 5/11/17 5 1 0 0 0 0 0% 0
BH, Station 4/11/17 226 323 195 1.7 32 14% 227 00:00:02 4 0 0 00:03
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger 
D

epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

Average vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving 

em
pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e 

(for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting 
Tim

e (for a fare)

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger W
aiting 

Tim
e, those w

aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

1-5 m
ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting

6-10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or
m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

EG, Station 3/11/17 7 3 1 1 1 1 50% 2 00:22:03 00:16:32 00:24:48

EG, Station 3/11/17 8 2 3 3 1 0 0% 3 00:14:34 00:14:34 00:19:01

EG, Station 3/11/17 9 7 2 1 2 2 67% 3 00:27:08 00:30:16 00:41:03

EG, Station 3/11/17 10 8 9 7 1.3 1 12% 8 00:25:58 00:21:57 00:50:28

EG, Station 3/11/17 11 6 7 6 1.2 1 14% 7 00:35:42 00:35:42 00:40:37

EG, Station 3/11/17 12 4 5 4 1.2 1 20% 5 00:20:05 00:26:28 00:43:52

EG, Station 3/11/17 13 7 10 9 1.1 0 0% 9 00:11:02 00:11:02 00:18:07

EG, Station 3/11/17 14 9 6 5 1.2 0 0% 5 00:29:48 00:27:55 00:42:38

EG, Station 3/11/17 15 7 8 8 1 1 11% 9 00:17:13 00:17:13 00:29:30

EG, Station 3/11/17 16 11 11 10 1.1 0 0% 10 00:27:26 00:27:26 00:42:42

EG, Station 3/11/17 17 8 7 5 1.4 1 17% 6 00:35:38 00:36:23 00:46:24

EG, Station 3/11/17 18 13 17 17 1 1 6% 18 00:14:09 00:14:27 00:21:30

EG, Station 3/11/17 19 23 19 19 1 0 0% 19 00:09:20 00:09:20 00:21:34

EG, Station 3/11/17 20 13 10 10 1 2 17% 12 00:25:11 00:26:26 00:49:02

EG, Station 3/11/17 21 10 12 11 1.1 0 0% 11 00:27:52 00:27:52 00:52:32

EG, Station 3/11/17 22 11 11 10 1.1 0 0% 10 00:34:06 00:34:06 00:59:05

EG, Station 3/11/17 23 7 7 7 1 0 0% 7 00:28:15 00:28:15 00:33:33

EG, Station 4/11/17 0 2 8 6 1.3 1 14% 7 00:12:55 00:10:08 00:10:08

EG, Station 4/11/17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 4/11/17 2 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 4/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 4/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 4/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 4/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 3/11/17 151 153 139 1.1 12 8% 151 00:00:00
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle Arrivals

Total Passenger 
D

epartures

Loaded Vehicle 
D

epartures

Average vehicle 
occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving 

em
pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting 
Tim

e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting 
Tim

e (for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting 
Tim

e (for a fare)

Average Passenger 
W

aiting Tim
e in H

our

Average Passenger 
W

aiting Tim
e, those 

w
aiting only

N
um

ber of people 
w

aiting 1-5 m
ins

N
um

ber of people 
w

aiting 6-10 m
ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins
or m

ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait 
tim

e

EG, Station 4/11/17 7 4 2 2 1 2 50% 4 00:05:30 00:09:54 00:12:28

EG, Station 4/11/17 8 2 2 2 1 0 0% 2 00:09:30 00:09:30 00:13:33

EG, Station 4/11/17 9 5 1 1 1 1 50% 2 00:27:07 00:33:46 00:49:00

EG, Station 4/11/17 10 4 5 5 1 0 0% 5 00:39:04 00:39:04 01:29:06

EG, Station 4/11/17 11 5 3 3 1 0 0% 3 00:56:19 00:56:51 01:12:29

EG, Station 4/11/17 12 9 5 5 1 1 17% 6 01:17:30 01:17:30 02:03:06

EG, Station 4/11/17 13 3 4 3 1.3 0 0% 3 01:24:02 01:24:02 01:48:59

EG, Station 4/11/17 14 7 8 7 1.1 0 0% 7 00:47:33 00:47:33 01:03:11

EG, Station 4/11/17 15 8 10 10 1 0 0% 10 00:33:48 00:34:04 00:58:14

EG, Station 4/11/17 16 8 9 9 1 1 10% 10 00:41:31 00:40:36 01:16:03

EG, Station 4/11/17 17 8 1 1 1 1 50% 2 01:49:47 01:54:51 02:10:18

EG, Station 4/11/17 18 5 3 3 1 1 25% 4 00:57:01 00:57:01 01:14:06

EG, Station 4/11/17 19 8 13 13 1 0 0% 13 00:47:55 00:47:55 01:13:36

EG, Station 4/11/17 20 12 8 8 1 0 0% 8 00:57:28 00:58:15 01:23:25

EG, Station 4/11/17 21 10 9 9 1 1 10% 10 01:06:19 01:06:19 01:45:35

EG, Station 4/11/17 22 8 8 7 1.1 0 0% 7 01:03:28 01:04:03 01:28:54

EG, Station 4/11/17 23 10 15 13 1.2 1 7% 14 00:43:51 00:42:15 01:04:02

EG, Station 5/11/17 0 0 6 4 1.5 2 33% 6
EG, Station 5/11/17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 5/11/17 2 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 5/11/17 3 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 5/11/17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 5/11/17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 5/11/17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0
EG, Station 4/11/17 116 112 105 1.1 11 10% 116 00:00:00
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Location Date

H
our

N
o of Vehicle A

rrivals

Total Passenger D
epartures

Loaded Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage vehicle occupancy

Em
pty Vehicle D

epartures

%
 of vehicles leaving em

pty

Total Vehicle D
epartures

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e

A
verage Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

M
axim

um
 Vehicle W

aiting Tim
e (for a fare)

A
verage Passenger W

aiting Tim
e in H

our

A
verage Passenger W

aiting Tim
e, those 

w
aiting only

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 1-5 m

ins

N
um

ber of people w
aiting 6-10 m

ins

N
um

ber w
aiting 11 m

ins or m
ore

M
axim

um
 passenger w

ait tim
e

2226 2527 1892 1.336 332 15% 2225 00:00:05
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50 50% 38 38% 21 42% 28 56% 137 46%
50 50% 62 62% 29 58% 22 44% 163 54%
100 100% 100 100% 50 100% 50 100% 300 100%

2 2% 4 4% 0 0% 0 0% 6 2%
7 7% 9 9% 2 4% 3 6% 21 7%
6 6% 2 2% 8 16% 0 0% 16 5%

19 19% 14 14% 4 8% 13 27% 50 17%
7 7% 14 14% 4 8% 0 0% 25 8%
9 9% 17 17% 7 14% 10 20% 43 14%

49 49% 40 40% 24 49% 23 47% 136 46%
99 100% 100 100% 49 100% 49 100% 297 100%

175

57

28

13

5

once or twice a year 1

never

less than 1/month, but more than 2/year

Resulting estimate of trips per person per month

Q1.  Have you used a taxi in this area in the past 3 months? Total

Total

Yes
No

Q2: How often do you use a taxi within this area? Total

less than 1/week, but more than 2/month
once or twice a month

3 or more  times a week

1.0

once or twice a week

once or twice a month

3 or more  times a week

less than 1/week, but more than 2/month

E GRIN

E GRIN

1.3

H HTH

H HTH

1.0

HASS

HASS

0.7

B HILL

B HILL

0.6

less than 1/month, but more than 2/year
once or twice a year

Total

once or twice a week

NTS value is 0.9
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27 44% 16 27% 14 42% 17 38% 74 37%
0 0% 4 7% 0 0% 0 0% 4 2%

32 52% 31 52% 19 58% 24 53% 106 53%
1 2% 6 10% 0 0% 0 0% 7 4%
1 2% 3 5% 0 0% 4 9% 8 4%
0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

61 100% 60 100% 33 100% 45 100% 199 100%

Use a Freephone
use an app

Total
Other 

Q3a: How do you normally get a taxi within this area? Total

At a Taxi rank
Hail in the street
Telephone a company

E GRINH HTH HASS B HILL
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26 50% 5 8% 1 3% 13 33% 45 24%
16 31% 0 0% 2 7% 13 33% 31 17%
0 0% 28 44% 0 0% 0 0% 28 15%
0 0% 22 35% 0 0% 0 0% 22 12%
0 0% 0 0% 16 53% 0 0% 16 9%
0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 11 28% 11 6%
0 0% 0 0% 6 20% 0 0% 6 3%
0 0% 4 6% 0 0% 0 0% 4 2%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 3 8% 4 2%
3 6% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 3 2%
0 0% 2 3% 0 0% 0 0% 2 1%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
0 0% 1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
0 0% 1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 1%
0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 1%
0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 1%
0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 1%
0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 1%

52 100% 63 100% 30 100% 40 100% 185 100%

HAYWARDS HEATH STATION TAXIS

UBER

PRIME AND DOLPHINS

DIAL 4 TAXIS

BRIANS

Total

STEVE BERRY CARS
440 440

Total

TINY TAXI

300 300

A&B

GATWICK CABS

ROAD CABS

HASSOCKS STATION TAXIS

EVO CAR

SOUTHERN
ACE

Q4. If you book a taxi by phone, please tell us the three companies you 
phone most? E GRINH HTH HASS B HILL

ROADRUNNERS

STATION CARS

STATION TAXIS
WESTERN CARS

BURGESS HILL STATION TAXIS

FIVE STAR

PETES TAXIS

AV CARS
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1 2% 4 6% 0 0% 0 0% 5 3%
6 12% 6 9% 1 3% 0 0% 13 7%
2 4% 4 6% 7 18% 1 5% 14 8%

11 21% 7 11% 3 8% 2 10% 23 13%
5 10% 4 6% 3 8% 0 0% 12 7%

ONCE OR TWICE A YEAR 14 27% 11 17% 6 15% 18 86% 49 28%
13 25% 28 44% 20 50% 0 0% 61 34%
0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

52 100% 64 100% 40 100% 21 100% 177 100%

175

57

28

13

5

once or twice a year 1

0.7

CAN'T REMEMBER WHEN LAST USED ONE

LESS THAN 1/WEEK, BUT MORE THAN 2/MONTH

3 OR MORE TIMES A WEEK
ONCE OR TWICE A WEEK

Q5. How often do you use a hackney carriage within the MID SUSSEX 
area? Total

once or twice a week

less than 1/week, but more than 2/month

once or twice a month

Resulting estimate of trips per person per month

less than 1/month, but more than 2/year

E GRIN

1.1

H HTH

0.6 0.5

HASS

75%

B HILL

0.1

ONCE OR TWICE A MONTH

Total

3 or more  times a week

Compared to all licensed vehicles: 63% 83% 21% 69%
39%Compared to proportion say use ranks and hailing: 44% 33% 42% 38%

LESS THAN 1/MONTH, BUT MORE THAN 2/YEAR

CANT REMEMBER SEEING ONE IN MID SUSSEX AREA
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40 85% 0 0% 7 24% 0 0% 47 35%
0 0% 0 0% 10 34% 19 100% 29 21%
0 0% 25 61% 0 0% 0 0% 25 18%
0 0% 10 24% 0 0% 0 0% 10 7%
0 0% 0 0% 8 28% 0 0% 8 6%
0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 1%
4 9% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 3%
0 0% 3 7% 0 0% 0 0% 3 2%
0 0% 2 5% 0 0% 0 0% 2 1%
0 0% 0 0% 2 7% 0 0% 2 1%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
0 0% 1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%

STANFORD AVENUE 0 0% 0 0% 1 3% 0 0% 1 1%

47 100% 41 100% 29 100% 19 100% 136 100%

36 77% 27 66% 20 77% 17 94% 100 76%
11 23% 14 34% 6 23% 1 6% 32 24%

47 100% 41 100% 26 100% 18 100% 132 100%Total

Total

Total

SOUTH ROAD

BURGESS HILL

Q6a. Please tell us the ranks you are aware of in the MID SUSSEX area, and 
for each if you use them?

BURGESS HILL STATION

E GRINH HTH HASS

HASSH HTH E GRIN
Total

Use
Don’t Use

B HILL

B HILL

EAST GRINSTEAD STATION
FOREST ROAD

GATWICK AIRPORT
LONDON ROAD

PARSONS LANE

Q6b. If you are aware of a rank in the MID SUSSEX area, please tell us if 
you use it?

HIGH STREET  

HAYWARDS HEATH  

ORCHARDS

HASSOCKS
HASSOCKS STATION

HAYWARDS HEATH STATION
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0 0% 3 75% 0 0% 0 0% 3 33%

1 20% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 11%

1 20% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 11%

1 20% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 11%

1 20% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 11%

1 20% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 11%

0 0% 1 25% 0 0% 0 0% 1 11%

5 100% 4 25% 0 0% 0 0% 9 67%

0 0% 5 15% 0 0% 0 0% 5 6%
0 0% 2 6% 0 0% 0 0% 2 3%
1 20% 6 18% 4 11% 0 0% 11 14%
0 0% 3 9% 5 13% 0 0% 8 10%
0 0% 4 12% 1 3% 0 0% 5 6%
2 40% 3 9% 9 24% 0 0% 14 18%
0 0% 5 15% 6 16% 0 0% 11 14%
1 20% 3 9% 0 0% 0 0% 4 5%
1 20% 3 9% 13 34% 0 0% 17 22%

5 100% 34 100% 38 100% 0 0% 77 100%

Total

Total

VEHICLE CONDITION

ROCKY LANE

VEHICLE CLEANLINESS

DRIVER HELPFULNESS

Total

Total

BROADWAY

OTHER

Q8. Have you had any problems with the hackney carriage service ?

PRINCESS ROYAL HOSPITAL

DRIVER PROFFESSIONALISM
DRIVER STANDARD OF HYGIENE

DRIVER COMMUNICATION
DRIVER KNOWLEDGE OF AREA

DRIVER STANDARD OF DRESS

E GRIN

E GRIN

H HTH HASS

HASSH HTH

B HILL

B HILL

TOWN CENTRE

Q7. Is there any location in MID SUSSEX where you would like to see a 
rank, and if it was there and vehicles were available, would you use it?

EAST GRINSTEAD HIGH STREET

SCOTT CINEMA

LINDFIELD HIGH STREET
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5 28% 11 23% 0 0% 1 3% 17 13%
1 6% 13 27% 0 0% 0 0% 14 11%
0 0% 7 15% 6 21% 2 6% 15 11%

More Hackney Carriages I could Hail on the street or get at a Rank 1 6% 6 13% 2 7% 0 0% 9 7%
11 61% 11 23% 21 72% 33 92% 76 58%

18 100% 48 100% 29 100% 36 100% 131 100%

9 82% 8 73% 10 48% 33 100% 60 79%
0 0% 0 0% 3 14% 0 0% 3 4%
0 0% 0 0% 1 5% 0 0% 1 1%
0 0% 0 0% 6 29% 0 0% 6 8%

BETTER APPS 1 9% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
MORE WAV 0 0% 1 9% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
MORE AT FESTIVAL TIME 0 0% 1 9% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
A FREQUENT USER CARD 0 0% 1 9% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
EASY ACCESS 1 9% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%

0 0% 0 0% 1 5% 0 0% 1 1%

11 100% 11 100% 21 100% 33 100% 76 100%

61 92% 45 92% 19 95% 38 79% 163 89%
2 3% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 1%
3 5% 2 4% 1 5% 10 21% 16 9%
0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

Yes. Someone I know needs an adapted vehicle, but not a (WAV) 0 0% 2 4% 0 0% 0 0% 2 1%
0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%

66 100% 49 100% 20 100% 48 100% 183 100%

Q10a. Do you consider you, or anyone you know, to have a disability that 
means you need an adapted vehicle? 

TotalQ9a. What would encourage you to use taxis or use them more often in the 
MID SUSSEX area?

Other

Yes. I need an adapted vehicle, but not a (WAV)

More Hackney Carriages I could phone for…
Better Drivers

Better Vehicles

Total

No
Yes. I need a wheelchair accessible vehicle (WAV)
Yes. Someone I know need a (WAV)

Total

MORE TAXIS AVAILABLE
IMPROVED RELIABILITY

IMPROVED COMMUNICATION

Q9b. If you indicated 'Other' to Q9a, please specify?

E GRIN

E GRIN

H HTH

H HTH
Total

Other

HASS

HASS

B HILL

B HILL

Total

Total

CHEAPER FARES
IMPROVED PUNCTUALITY

H HTH E GRIN HASS B HILL
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6 12% 8 17% 10 50% 0 0% 24 17%
43 88% 40 83% 10 50% 24 100% 117 83%

49 100% 48 100% 20 100% 24 100% 141 100%

6 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 6 25%
0 0% 6 75% 0 0% 0 0% 6 25%
0 0% 1 13% 0 0% 0 0% 1 4%
0 0% 1 13% 0 0% 0 0% 1 4%
0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 0 0% 10 42%
6 100% 8 100% 10 100% 0 0% 24 100%

1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%
48 98% 46 100% 18 100% 24 100% 94 99%

49 100% 46 100% 18 100% 24 100% 95 100%

1 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 100%
1 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 100%

Q11a. Have you ever given up on waiting for a hackney carriage at the rank 
in the MID SUSSEX area? Total

YES

Total

Total

NO

E GRIN

Total

Total

Q11b. If you have given up waiting for a taxi in MID SUSSEX, please state 
where?

Total

HAYWARDS HEATH

Q12b. If you have given up TRYING TO HAIL a taxi in MID SUSSEX, please 
state where?

NEAR NIGHT CLUBS
TOWN CENTRE
HASSOCKS STATION

Q12a. Have you ever given up on waiting for a hackney carriage TRYING 
TO HAIL IN STREET in the MID SUSSEX area?

H HTH

H HTH

H HTH

H HTH
Total

EAST GRINSTEAD STATION
HAYWARDS HEATH STATION

E GRIN

E GRIN

HASS

HASS

HASS

B HILL

B HILL

B HILL

YES
NO

B HILLHASS

Total

E GRIN
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69 69% 52 68% 44 88% 41 82% 206 75%
31 31% 24 32% 6 12% 9 18% 70 25%
100 100% 76 100% 50 100% 50 100% 276 100%

76 76% 58 73% 41 85% 40 82% 215 78%
24 24% 21 27% 7 15% 9 18% 61 22%
100 100% 79 100% 48 100% 49 100% 276 100%

Census

51 51% 38 38% 22 44% 27 54% 138 46% 49%
49 49% 61 62% 28 56% 23 46% 161 54% 51% more
100 100% 99 100% 50 100% 50 100% 299 100%

Census

35 35% 9 9% 12 24% 16 32% 72 24% 18% more
46 46% 39 39% 16 32% 29 58% 130 43% 42% same
19 19% 51 52% 22 44% 5 10% 97 32% 40% less
100 100% 99 100% 50 100% 50 100% 299 100%

Q16. Which age bracket do you fall into?

Total

Q13. Do you have regular access to a car? Total

Yes

Total

Total

Total

Total

No
Total

Male
Female

Under 30

Q15. What is your gender?

31 - 55
Over 55

Total

E GRIN

E GRIN

E GRIN

Yes
No

E GRIN

Q14. Do you live in the area?

H HTH

H HTH

H HTH

H HTH

HASS

HASS

HASS

HASS

B HILL

B HILL

B HILL

B HILL
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Appendix 6 List of Stakeholders consulted 

Key consultee Response 
Supermarkets 

Waitrose, Hayward’s Heath Y 
Sainsbury’s, Hayward’s Heath Y 
Waitrose, Burgess Hill Y 
Tesco, Burgess Hill Y 
Budgen’s, Hassocks Y 
Waitrose, East Grinstead N 
Sainsbury’s, East Grinstead N 

Hotels 
Gravetye Manor Y 
Best Western Birch Hotel Y 
Fellbridge Hotel and Spa N 
Fen Cottage N 
Gothic House R 
The Ardingly Inn R 

Restaurants / Cafes 
Old Mill, East Grinstead Y 
Tory’s Café in the Park, Hayward’s Heath Y 
Wetherspoon’s, East Grinstead N 
Prezzo, East Grinstead N 
Mae Ping, East Grinstead N 
Pumpkin, Hayward’s Heath N 
Boo Boo’s Café, Burgess Hill N 
Makara, Burgess Hill N 

Entertainment 
Clair Hall, Hayward’s Heath Y 
Cinema, East Grinstead Y 
Wakehurst Place N 

Public Houses 
Lockhart Tavern, Hayward’s Heath Y 
The Star, Hayward’s Heath Y 
Bent Arms Hotel, Hayward’s Heath Y 
Burrell Arms, Hayward’s Heath Y 
Witch Inn, Hayward’s Heath N 
The Railway Tavern, East Grinstead N 
The Crown, East Grinstead N 
Brewer’s Arms, Burgess Hill N 

Night Clubs 
Savannah Café Bar, Hayward’s Heath Y 
Orange Square, Hayward’s Heath Y 
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Idelwild, Hayward’s Heath Y 
La Campan, Hayward’s Heath Y 
Quench, East Grinstead Y 
Evo, Hayward’s Heath N 
QBA, Hayward’s Heath N 
Bar Nun, Hayward’s Heath N 
Bridge Bar, East Grinstead N 
Block and Gasket, Burgess Hill N 

Other key stakeholder groups 
Queen Victoria Hospital N 
Princess Royal Hospital N 
Southern Railway N 
Age Uk (various local branches) N 
Age Concern Hassocks Y 
Metrobus N 
Southdown N 
Burgess Hill redevelopment N 
Connect / Solum Regeneration N 
Hayward’s Heath and District Business Association N 
Burgess Hill BPA N 
East Grinstead Business Association N 

Appendix 6
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7. AMENDMENT TO THE HACKNEY CARRIAGE AND PRIVATE HIRE
LICENSING CONVICTIONS POLICY

REPORT OF: Tom Clark, Head of Regulatory Services.  
Contact Officer: Jon Bryant, Hackney Carriage & Private Hire Licensing Officer 

Email: jon.bryant@midsussex,gov.uk Tel: 01444 477076 
Wards Affected: All 
Key Decision 
Report to  

No 
Licensing Committee 
2nd July 2018 

Purpose of Report 

1 To seek the Committee’s endorsement of changes to the Hackney Carriage 
and Private Hire Licensing Policy as detailed in Appendix 1 before it goes out 
to public consultation in July 2018. It is proposed that following consultation, 
if there are significant amendments required it will be reviewed by this 
Committee in Septmeber and the Scrutiny Committee for Community, 
Housing and Planning in November before it is formally adopted by Council 
in December 2018.

Recommendations 

2 The Committee is recommended to endorse the changes to the Hackney 
Carriage and Private Hire Licensing Convictions Policy at Appendix 1 
before it is issued for public consultation. 

________________________________________________________________ 

Background 

3 The Council adopted the existing Hackney Carriage and Private Hire 
Licensing Policy in 2011. The Policy states that it will be reviewed every five 
years. It was re adopted in 2017 following a review and consultation process. 

4 The purpose of the Policy is to set out the terms and conditions that will apply 
to those seeking licences for the Hackney Carriage or Private hire trade, so 
as to protect the public and help ensure they receive a good service.  The 
policy brings together all of the various different strands of the Council’s 
existing conditions and practices. 

5 Due to recent changes including recommendations from the Local 
Government Association regarding convictions policy, and a national 
consultation regarding Convictions Policies, this section of the Policy requires 
updating. In addition, the Licensing Section has seen an increase in certain 
types of offences appearing on applications that are not dealt with specifically 
in the current policy. 

6 The Licensing Team has taken the opportunity to reword and update all 
sections of the convictions policy to provide clarity and consistency for all 
users. Appendix 1 to this report contains the full wording.  
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7 The main changes to the policy are: 

• The new policy provides better guidelines for officers and committee
members when making decisions

• The policy includes a wider range of specified offences and how they
will be treated.

• It extends the relevant period of time that applicants are expected to
remain conviction free for.

• It clarifies that the policy will apply to existing drivers in addition to new
applicants although it will not be applied retrospectively to those
already licensed.

• It confirms that  the Licensing Authority will only depart from the policy
in exceptional circumstances

• It clarifies, for the benefit of applicants and decision-makers, that the
Licensing Authority will deal with Cautions and other Sanctions in a
similar way to convictions

• It confirms that the Licensing Authority makes its decisions on a
balance of probability and that consequently, information concerning
offences that did not lead to prosecution may still render the applicant
as not fit and proper

• Members should also note that although the policy sets out the
minimum requirements before an application will be considered. This
does not mean that an applicant will automatically be suitable once
the applicable period has elapsed. It merely confirms that their
application will be considered and still refused if the Licensing
Authority is not satisfied that they are fit and proper to hold a licence.

8. The amendments contained in Appendix 1 will be published for an 8 week
consultation period in July 2018. The list of consultees include the following:

• Local Authorities that border Mid Sussex District Council
• West Sussex County Council
• Elected Members of the Council
• The hackney carriage and private hire trade licensed by the

Council
• Parish and Town Councils
• Sussex Police
• The Members of Parliament for the District
• Social Services Child Protection Office
• Local Bus and Rail operators
• Organisations representing local businesses
• Members of the public via the Council’s web site, the local

libraries and help points
• Age UK
• Women’s Institute
• Fawcett Society
• Local disability groups

Policy Context 
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 9. The Licensing Policy is produced pursuant to powers conferred by the Local 
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 as amended, which places 
a duty on the Council to carry out its licensing functions in respect of hackney 
carriage and private hire vehicles. 

Financial Implications 

10. None 

Risk Management Implications 

11. In accordance with the Council’s Risk Management Strategy, consideration 
has been given to the potential risks associated with the recommendations 
set out in this report.  It is suggested that the main risk is that if the Council 
fails to revise the Licensing Policy it may be open to legal challenge. 

Equality and customer service implications 

12. An equality impact assessment was carried out in the development of this 
policy and did not identify any negative impacts for customers and those 
protected by equalities legislation.   The policy is intended to protect the 
public, including those who are vulnerable owing to their age or disability, and 
through our consultation with a range of stakeholders, including the police, we 
will seek to ensure we have got the balance right in this respect. Details of 
stakeholders with whom we will consult are included in the draft policy. 

Background papers 

13. None 
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Draft Convictions Policy 

1. Introduction

1.1 The purpose of this policy is to provide guidance on the criteria taken into account by the 
licensing authority when determining whether or not an applicant or an existing licence holder 
is a fit and proper person to hold a hackney carriage and/or private hire driver or operator 
licence. 

1.2 The overriding aim of the licensing authority is to protect the safety of the public. 
The licensing authority is concerned to ensure: 
• That a person is a fit and proper person
• That the person does not pose a threat to the public
• That the public are safeguarded from dishonest person
• The safeguarding of children and young persons

1.3 This policy provides guidance to any person with an interest in taxi and private hire licensing. 
In particular, but not exclusively: 
• Applicants for drivers’ licences
• Existing licensed drivers whose licences are being reviewed or renewed
• Licensing Officers
• Members of the licensing sub-committee (‘sub-committee’)
• Magistrates and Judges hearing appeals against the licensing authorities decisions

1.4 Where Officers have delegated powers to grant licences, they will utilise these guidelines 
when making a decision to grant a licence. In all other cases applications for licences will be 
referred to the licensing sub-committee. Whilst officers and the sub-committee will have 
regard to the guidelines contained in the policy, each case will be considered on its 
individual merits and, where the circumstances demand, the sub-committee may 
depart from the guidelines. 

1.5 For renewal applications and current licence holders the guidance will not be applied 
retrospectively. However the policy will be applied if any additional convictions are incurred or 
bought to the attention of the licensing authority that would call into question a person’s 
suitability to hold a licence. 

1.6 There is no judicially approved test of fitness and propriety and, accordingly, a number of 
local tests have developed. These tend to be based on a test similar to the following:  

‘Would you (as a member of the licensing committee or other person charged with the ability 
to a grant a hackney carriage driver’s licence) allow your son or daughter, spouse or partner, 
mother or father, grandson or granddaughter or any other person for whom you care, to get in 
to a vehicle with this person alone?’  

If the answer to this question (or a similar test) is an unqualified ‘Yes’ then the test is probably 
satisfied. If there are any doubts in the minds of those who make the decision, then further 
consideration should be given as to whether this person is a fit and proper person to hold a 
hackney carriage or private hire driver’s licence. 

1.7 The Council will undertake whatever checks it considers necessary to ensure that licences 
are not issued to unsuitable people. In assessing the suitability of an applicant or licence 
holder, the licensing authority will take into consideration the following factors: 
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• Criminality
• Number of endorsed DVSA driving licence penalty points
• The conduct of the applicant in making the application (e.g. whether they have acted with
integrity during the application process). 
• The previous licensing history of existing / former licence holders.

In addition, the licensing authority will also consider further information from sources such as, 
but not limited to, the Police (including abduction notices), Children and Adult Safeguarding 
Boards, Multi Agency Safeguarding Hub, Immigration Service, Social Services other licensing 
authorities, other departments within the Council, and other statutory agencies. 

1.8 As licensed drivers often carry unaccompanied and vulnerable passengers, the licensing 
authority will take a strong line in relation to applicants or existing licence holders with 
convictions for sexual offences. A licensed PHV or taxi driver is expected to be trustworthy. In 
the course of their working duties drivers will deal with cash transactions and valuable 
property may be left in their vehicles. Drivers may well deal with customers who are 
vulnerable or intoxicated and potentially easily confused. Taking drugs and driving poses an 
obvious risk to public safety, whilst applicants who have convictions for the supply of drugs 
should also be treated with considerable concern, The nature and quantity of the drugs, 
whether for personal use or supply are issues which will be considered carefully. As licensees 
are professional vocational drivers, a serious view is taken of convictions for driving, or being 
in charge of a vehicle while under the influence of drink or drugs. More than one conviction for 
these offences raises significant doubts as to the applicant's fitness to drive the public. 

1.9 The licensing authority reserves the right to overturn or annul a decision that has previously 
been made, or refuse a renewal of a licence, where clear errors are discovered. 

1.10  In this policy, the word “applicant” refers to either new applicants, existing licence holders who 
are seeking renewal and existing licence holders that are the subject of periodic auditing or 
having their licence reviewed by the council as part of the policy implementation process. It 
also includes existing licence holders who are being considered by the licensing authority by 
virtue of offending activity having recently come to light. 

1.11  In this policy, the word “conviction” is to be defined as including convictions, cautions, 
warnings, reprimands and other relevant information. 

2. General Policy

2.1 Whilst the committee may consider that a person with a conviction for a serious offence need 
not be automatically barred from obtaining a licence, it would normally be expected that the 
applicant would be required to: 
• Remain free of conviction for an appropriate period as detailed below; and
• Show adequate evidence that her or she is a fit and proper person to hold a licence (the

onus is on the applicant to produce such evidence).
(Simply remaining free of conviction may not generally be regarded as adequate evidence 
that a person is a fit and proper person to hold a licence). 

2.2 The standards and criteria set out below are those that would normally be applied to 
applications and licences. Each case will be considered on its own merits, and the licensing 
authority may depart from these criteria, however it must only do so in exceptional 
circumstances. The otherwise good character and driving record of the applicant of licence 
holder will not ordinarily be considered as exceptional circumstances. 
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2.3 Any offences committed, or unacceptable behaviour reported whilst driving a hackney 
carriage or private hire vehicle, concerning the use of a hackney carriage or private hire 
vehicle, or in connection with an operator of a private hire vehicle will be viewed as 
aggravating features, and the fact that any other offences were not connected with the 
hackney carriage and private hire trades will not be seen as mitigating factors. 

2.4 Where an applicant has been convicted of a criminal offence, the licensing authority cannot 
review the merits of the conviction [Nottingham City Council v. Mohammed Farooq (1998)]. 

3 Pre-requisites to making an application 

3.1 It is the policy of the licensing authority that every application for a licence to drive a Hackney 
Carriage and/or Private Hire Vehicle must be accompanied by satisfactory evidence of the 
following matters (and that applications that are incomplete will not be deemed to have been 
made until such time as they are completed) - 
• That the applicant has the right to live and work in the country
• An enhanced criminal record check and evidence that they are not on a child and/or

vulnerable adult barring list
• A certificate of their current medical fitness [to Group 2 standard]
• That the applicant is authorised to drive a vehicle of the same classification as that which

the licence will allow them to drive together with a check of any current driving
endorsements held by the driver

• That the applicant has successfully completed of an advanced driving assessment (DSA
Test)

• That the applicant has provided two personal references
• That the applicant has passed a local knowledge test
• That the applicant has sufficient ability to speak English and to understand spoken

English to provide the service that they wish to be licensed for
• (For persons who seek to be authorised to drive a wheelchair accessible vehicle) that the

applicant has the ability to safely load and secure wheelchair users in a wheelchair
accessible vehicle whilst in their chair.

3.2 If an applicant has spent six continuous months or more overseas in the past 5 years the 
licensing authority would expect to see evidence of a criminal record check from the 
country/countries covering the period before a licence application can be made.  

4. Appeals

4.1 Any applicant refused a driver’s licence on the grounds that the licensing authority is not
satisfied he is a fit and proper person to hold such a licence has a right to appeal to the
Magistrates’ Court within 21 days of the notice of refusal [Local Government Miscellaneous
Provisions Act 1976, s 77 (1)].

4.2 Any applicant refused an operator licence on the grounds that the licensing authority is not
satisfied he is a fit and proper person to hold such a licence has a right to appeal to the
Magistrates’ Court within 21 days of the notice of refusal.

4.3 Any licensee whose licence is suspended or revoked has a right to appeal to the Magistrates’
Court within 21 days of the notice of suspension or revocation.
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5.  Powers 
 
5.1  Section 61 and Section 62 of the Local Government Miscellaneous Provisions Act 1976 allow 

the licensing authority to suspend, revoke or refuse to renew a licence if the 
application/licence holder has been convicted of an offence involving dishonesty, indecency, 
violence; failure to comply with the provisions of the Town Police Clauses Act 1847; failure to 
comply with the provisions of Part II of the Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 
1976; or any other reasonable cause. 

 
5.2  The Rehabilitation of Offenders Act 1974 (Exceptions)(Amendment) Order 2002, allows the 

licensing authority to take into account all convictions recorded against an applicant or the 
holder of a private hire vehicle or hackney carriage driver’s licence, whether spent or not. 
Therefore the licensing authority will have regard to all relevant convictions, particularly where 
there is a long history of offending or a recent pattern of repeat offending. Applicants need to 
be aware that, in accordance with this Act, all convictions, cautions, warnings and reprimands 
must be declared. 

 
5.3 In this policy the term “disqualification” refers to the period served, in order to take account of 

the fact that a court may reduce the period of disqualification from driving. An applicant must 
provide evidence 

 
6.  Consideration of disclosed criminal history 
 
6.1  Under the provisions of Sections 51, 55, and 59, Local Government (Miscellaneous 

Provisions) Act 1976, the licensing authority is required to ensure that an applicant for the 
grant or renewal of a hackney carriage and/or a private hire vehicle drivers’ licence and/or 
private hire vehicle operators licence is a ‘fit and proper’ person to hold such a licence. 
However, if an applicant has any convictions, warnings, cautions or charges awaiting trial, the 
licensing authority will look into: 

• How relevant the offence(s) are to the licence being applied for 
• How serious the offence(s) were 
• When the offence(s) were committed 
• The date of conviction 
• Circumstances of the individual concerned 
• Sentence imposed by the court 
• The applicant’s age at the time of conviction. 
• Whether they form part of a pattern of offending 
• Any other character check considered reasonable (e.g. personal references) 
• Any other factors that might be relevant for example: 

• The previous conduct of an existing or former licence holder, 
• Whether the applicant has intentionally misled the council or lied as part of 
the application process, 
• Information provided by other agencies/council departments 
 
 

6.2 In this policy ‘from date sentence has ended’ is taken to be the date which is reached once 
the whole of the period as sentenced by the court has elapsed and not necessarily the length 
of time served by the applicant. For example, if a sentence is five years imprisonment then 
the date that the sentence ends will be five years from the date of sentencing – regardless of 
the amount of time actually served by the applicant. If the sentence is amended by a court at 
a later date then this new sentence becomes relevant for the purposes of this policy. The term 
‘since completion of sentence’ is to be construed in a similar way. 
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6.3 Existing holders of driver’s licences are required to notify the licensing authority in writing 

within seven working days of receiving a driving licence endorsement, fixed penalty notice, 
warning, reprimand, police caution, criminal conviction or other criminal proceedings 
(including their acquittal as part of a criminal case). In addition, licence holders must inform 
the licensing authority within seven working days of their arrest for any matter (whether 
subsequently charged or not). To fail to do so, will raise serious questions for the licensing 
authority as to the honesty of the licence holder and will be taken into account as part of any 
subsequent renewal applications. 

 
6.4 It is an offence for any person knowingly or recklessly to make a false declaration or to omit 

any material particular in giving information required by the application for a licence (s57 
Local Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976). Where an applicant has made a 
false statement or a false declaration on their application for the grant or renewal of a licence, 
the licence will normally be refused. 

 
6.5 Any offences or behaviour not expressly covered by this Policy may still be taken into 

account. 
 
6.6 The licensing authority is also entitled to use other records and information that may be 

available to it in determining applications or an entitlement to continue holding a licence. This 
may include information held by the licensing authority or other licensing authorities, and 
information disclosed by the police. 

 
6.7 Admission of guilt is required before a caution can be issued. Every case will be considered 

on its own merits including the details and nature of the offence. 
 
6.8 Applicants can discuss further what effect a caution/conviction may have on any application 

by contacting the licensing officer in confidence for advice. 
 
7.0 Options when determining an application/licence 
 
7.1 When determining an application or reviewing an existing licence in relation to convictions or 

other relevant information the licensing authority have the following options: 
• grant the licence or take no further action 
• grant the licence with additional conditions 
• refuse, revoke, or suspend the licence 
• issue a warning  
 

7.2  If a current licence holder’s conduct is such that, were they to be applying for a new licence 
their application would normally be refused, they should expect consideration to be given as 
to the suspension or revocation of their licence. 

 
8.0 Serious offences involving violence 
 
8.1 Licensed drivers have close regular contact with the public. A firm line is to be taken with 

those who have convictions for offences involving violence. An application will normally be 
refused if the applicant has a conviction for an offence that involved the loss of life. 

 
8.2 Unless there are exceptional circumstances a licence will not normally be granted where the 

applicant has a conviction for an offence such as: 
• Murder 
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• Manslaughter 
• Manslaughter or culpable homicide while driving 
• Terrorism offences 
• Or any similar offences (including attempted or conspiracy to commit) offences which 

replace the above 
 
8.3 A licence will not normally be granted where the applicant has a conviction for an offence of 

similar offence(s) which replace the below offences and the conviction is less than 10 years 
prior to the date of application: 

 
• Arson 
• Malicious wounding or grievous bodily harm which is racially aggravated 
• Actual bodily harm  
• Grievous bodily harm with intent 
• Robbery 
• Possession of firearm 
• Riot 
• Assault Police 
• Common assault  
• Violent disorder 
• Resisting arrest 
• Any racially-aggravated offence against a person or property 
• Affray 
• Any offence that may be categorised as domestic violence 
• Any offence that may be categorised as stalking 
• Harassment, alarm or distress, intentional harassment or fear of provocation of violence 
• Or any similar offences (including attempted or conspiracy to commit) offences which 

replace the above 
 
8.4 A licence will not normally be granted until at least 5 years have passed since the completion 

of any sentence and / or licence period following conviction for an offence shown below: 
• Obstruction 
• Criminal damage 
• Any offences (including attempted or conspiracy to commit offences) that are similar to 

those above. 
 
8.5 A licence will not normally be granted if an applicant has more than one conviction for an 

offence of a violent nature. 
 
9.0 Offences involving a weapon 
 
9.1 If an applicant has been convicted of possession of a weapon or any other weapon related 

offence, this will give serious concern as to whether the person is fit to carry the public. 
 
9.2 Depending on the circumstances of the offence, an applicant should be free of conviction for 

7 years (or at least 7 years must have passed since the completion of the sentence, 
whichever is longer), before a licence is granted. 

 
10.0 Sexual and indecency offences 
 
10.1 As licensed drivers often carry unaccompanied and vulnerable passengers, the licensing 

authority will take a strong line in relation to applicants or existing licence holders with 
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convictions for sexual offences. All sexual and indecency offences will be considered as 
serious. Applicants with convictions for sexual or indecency offences that involve a third party 
will normally be refused a licence.  

 
10.2 An application will normally be refused where the applicant has a conviction for an offence 

such as: 
• Rape 
• Assault by penetration 
• Offences involving children or vulnerable adults 
• Sexual assault 
• Indecent assault 
• Exploitation of prostitution 
• Trafficking for sexual exploitation 
• Possession of indecent photographs, child pornography etc. 
• Indecent exposure 
• Soliciting (kerb crawling) 
• Or any sex or indecency offence that was committed in the course of 

employment as a taxi or PHV driver 
• Or any similar offences (including attempted or conspiracy to commit) offences 

which replace the above. 
 
10.3 In addition to the above the licensing authority will not grant a licence to any applicant who is 

currently on the Sex Offenders Register. 
 
11.0 Dishonesty 
 
11.1 A licensed PHV or taxi driver is expected to be a trustworthy person. They deal with cash 

transactions and valuable property may be left in their vehicles. Taxi drivers are required to 
deposit such property with police within 24 hours. PHV drivers must pass lost property to the 
operator. The widespread practice of delivering unaccompanied property is indicative of the 
trust that business people place in licensed drivers. Moreover, it is comparatively easy for a 
dishonest driver to defraud the public by demanding more than the legal or agreed fare. 
Overseas visitors can be confused by our currency and may be vulnerable to an 
unscrupulous driver. For all these reasons, a serious view is taken of any conviction involving 
dishonesty. 

 
11.2 In general, a minimum period of 7 years free of conviction or at least 7 years from completion 

of sentence (whichever is longer) should be required before granting a licence. Offences 
involving dishonesty include: 

• theft 
• burglary 
• fraud 
• benefit fraud 
• handling or receiving stolen goods 
• forgery 
• conspiracy to defraud 
• obtaining money or property by deception 
• other deception 
• taking a vehicle without consent 
• and any similar offences 
• Or any similar offences (including attempted or conspiracy to commit) offences 

which replace the above 
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11.3 A licence will not normally be granted if an applicant has more than one conviction for a 

dishonesty offence. 
 
11.4 Applicants or existing licence holders that are found to have intentionally misled the licensing 

authority, or lied as part of the application or renewal process, will not be issued with a 
licence. 

 
12.  Drugs 
 
12.1 A serious view is taken of any drug related offence. The nature and quantity of the drugs, 

whether for personal use or supply are issues which should be considered. 
 
12.2 A licence will not normally be granted where the applicant has an isolated conviction for an 

offence related to the supply of drugs and has not been free of conviction for 10 years. 
 
12.3 A licence will not normally be granted where the applicant has more than one conviction for 

offences related to the possession of drugs and has not been free of conviction for 5 years. 
 
12.4 An applicant who has an isolated conviction for an offence related to the possession of drugs 

(other than for supply) within the last 3-5 years may be granted a licence, but consideration 
should be given to the nature and quantity of the drugs. 

 
12.5 If there is evidence of persistent drugs use, misuse or dependency a specialist medical 

examination (in accordance with DVLA Group 2 medical standards) may be required before 
the licence is granted. If the applicant was an addict then they would normally be required to 
show evidence of 5 years free from drug taking after detoxification treatment. 

 
12.6 A licence will not normally be granted if an applicant has more than one conviction for a drugs 

related offence. 
 
13.0 Driving offences involving the loss of life 
 
13.1 A very serious view is to be taken of any applicant who has been convicted of a driving 

offence that resulted in the loss of life. Unless there are exceptional circumstances a licence 
will not normally be granted where the applicant has a conviction for an offence such as: 

• Causing death by dangerous driving 
• Causing death by careless driving whilst under the influence of drink or drugs 
• Causing death by driving: unlicensed, disqualified or uninsured drivers 
• or any similar offences 

 
14.0 Drink driving/driving under the influence of drugs/using a mobile phone whilst driving 
 
14.1 As licensees are professional vocational drivers, a serious view is taken of convictions for 

driving, or being in charge of a vehicle while under the influence of drink or drugs. An isolated 
incident would not necessarily debar an applicant from proceeding on the restoration of his 
DVLA driving licence but he should be warned as to the significant risk to his licence status in 
the event of re-offending. Normally at least 5 years after the restoration of the driving licence 
following a drink/drug drive conviction should elapse before an application will be considered. 
If there is any suggestion that the applicant is alcohol or drug dependent, a satisfactory 
special medical report must be provided before the application can be allowed to proceed. If 
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an applicant has more than one conviction for driving or being in charge of a vehicle while 
under the influence of drink of drugs the application should normally be refused. 

 
14.2 Applicants should also be aware of the serious risk posed by driving whilst using a mobile 

phone. There is a substantial body of research (see for instance 
http://www.rospa.com/rospaweb/docs/advice-services/road-safety/drivers/mobile-phone-
report.pdf) which shows that drivers who use a mobile phone suffer physical and cognitive 
distraction which means they: 

• are much less aware of what's happening on the road around them 
• fail to see road signs 
• fail to maintain proper lane position and steady speed 
• are more likely to 'tailgate' the vehicle in front 
• react more slowly, take longer to brake and longer to stop 
• are more likely to enter unsafe gaps in traffic 
• feel more stressed and frustrated. 

 
14.3 There is evidence to show that drivers who use a mobile phone have slower reaction times 

than those who have consumed up to the legal alcohol limit. In light of this, an equally serious 
view should be taken of convictions for driving whilst using a mobile phone as for driving 
under the influence of drink or drugs. 

 
14.4 A licence will not normally be granted if an applicant has more than one conviction for an 

offence of driving under the influence of drink or drugs or whilst using a mobile phone. 
 
15.0  Other Motoring Offences 
 
15.1 There are many motoring offences which attract penalty points and fines. Some of these are 

not necessarily a bar from an applicant being granted a licence or an existing driver retaining 
a licence. 

 
15.2 Traffic offences such as driving without due care and attention, reckless driving, more serious 

speeding offences (usually dealt with by a court), or offences of a similar nature will give rise 
to serious doubts about the applicant’s suitability to be a driving professional. An applicant 
with any such convictions will be required to show a period of at least 1 year free of such 
convictions. For applicants with more than one offence this should normally be increased to 5 
years.  

  
15.3 In cases where the courts have imposed a disqualification in respect of the DVLA driving 

licence, the periods stated above should normally commence from the date of the restoration 
of the licence. 

 
15.4 In this policy, the term “disqualification” refers to the period served, in order to take account of 

the fact that a court may reduce the period of disqualification from driving. An applicant must 
provide evidence in advance to prove that the court agreed a reduction in the period of 
disqualification. 

 
15.5 In “totting up” cases where disqualification is considered by the Court, even if the court does 

not disqualify (e.g. because of exceptional circumstances) a driver, the licensing authority is 
likely to refuse a hackney carriage or private hire driver’s licence because different criteria 
apply. An applicant will normally be expected to show a period of 12 months free from 
conviction from the date the court made its finding of exceptional circumstances justifying the 
non-disqualification. 
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16.  Licensing Offences  
 
16.1 Certain offences under taxi legislation such as plying for hire, overcharging and refusing to 

carry disabled persons would normally prevent a licence being granted or renewed until a 
period of 5 years has passed since . 

 
16.2 A licence will not normally be granted if an applicant has more than one conviction for a 

licensing related offence. 
 
17   Insurance offences 
 
17.1 A serious view will be taken of convictions of driving or being in charge of a vehicle without 

insurance. An isolated incident in the past will not necessarily stop a licence being granted 
provided he/she has been free of conviction for 3 years, however strict warning should be 
given as to future behaviour. 

 
17.2 A licence will not normally be granted if an applicant has more than one conviction for an 

insurance related offence. 
 
17.3 An operator found guilty of aiding and abetting the driving of passengers for hire and reward 

whilst without insurance will normally have his operators’ licence revoked immediately and be 
prevented from holding a licence for at least three years. 

 
17.4 Where a specific offence is not mentioned, a suitable period will be determined by reference 

to offences described. The licensing authority reserves the right to refuse a licence where 
there are aggravating circumstances, even where these guidelines would otherwise indicate 
that a licence might be granted. 

 
18.0 Outstanding charges or summonses 
 
18.1 If the individual is the subject of an outstanding charge or summons their application can 

continue to be processed, but the application will need to be reviewed at the conclusion of 
proceedings. 

  
18.2 If the outstanding charge or summons involves a serious offence and the individual’s 

conviction history indicates a possible pattern of unlawful behaviour or character trait, then in 
the interests of public safety the application may be put on hold until proceedings are 
concluded or the licence may be refused. 

 
 
19.0 Non-conviction information 
 
19.1 If an applicant has been arrested or charged, but not convicted, for a serious offence which 

suggests he could be a danger to the public, consideration may be given to refusing the 
application or revoking an existing licence. 

 
19.2 The licensing authority will take into account intelligence it receives which has not led to a 

conviction. This may include but not be limited to information regarding acquittals, 
circumstances in which convictions were quashed due to misdirection to the jury, 
circumstances where the decision was taken not to prosecute, situations where the person 
has been arrested and bailed but not yet charged, and complaints from the public. In 
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considering the most appropriate action to take following the receipt of information), the 
credibility of both the witness / complainant and the licence holder will be taken into account. 
 

19.3 In assessing the action to take, public safety will be the paramount concern. Decisions will be 
taken on balance of probability. 

 
20.0 Once a licence has been granted 
 
20.1 If a licence holder’s conduct is such that, were they to be applying for a new licence their 

application would normally be refused, they should expect consideration to be given as to the 
suspension or revocation of their licence. 

 
20.2 A suspension or revocation of the licence of a driver takes effect at the end of the period of 21 

days beginning with the day on which notice is given to the driver. If it appears that the 
interests of public safety require the suspension or revocation of the licence to have 
immediate effect, and the notice given to the driver includes a statement that is so and an 
explanation why, the suspension or revocation takes effect when the notice is given to the 
driver. [Road Safety Act 2006, s 52, 2A&2B] 

 
20.3 A suspension or revocation of the licence of an operator takes effect at the end of the period 

of 21 days beginning with the day on which notice is given to the operator. 
 
21 Licences issued by other licensing authorities 
 
21.1 Applicants who hold a licence with one licensing authority should not automatically assume 

that their application will be granted by another. Each case will be decided on its own merits. 
 
21.2 Licensees who are licensed by multiple authorities are expected to inform all such authorities 

of the authorities that they are licensed by and to advise each authority of any changes in this 
respect; and should expect those authorities to share information regarding their conduct and 
to take it into account as appropriate. 

 
22 Summary 
 
22.1 To summarise, a criminal history in itself will not automatically result in refusal and a current 

conviction for a serious crime need not bar an applicant permanently from becoming licensed. 
As the preceding paragraphs indicate, in most cases, an applicant would be expected to 
remain free from conviction for 3 to 10 years, according to circumstances, before an 
application can be considered. However, there may be occasions when an application can be 
allowed before 3 years free from conviction have elapsed. 

 
22.2 Any person who has committed an offence and has to wait before an application is positively 

considered is more likely to value their licence and act accordingly. 
 
22.3 While it is possible that an applicant may have a number of convictions that, individually, meet 

the above guidelines, the overall offending history must be considered when assessing an 
applicant’s suitability to be licensed. A series of offences over a period of time is more likely to 
give cause for concern than an isolated minor conviction. Some discretion can be afforded if 
an offence disclosed is isolated and there are mitigating circumstances, but the overriding 
consideration is the protection of the public. 
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