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Seventh Report 

INSTRUMENTS REPORTED 

The Committee has considered the following instruments laid under 
the Licensing Act 2003, and has determined that the special attention 
of the House should be drawn to them on the grounds that they give 
rise to issues of public policy likely to be of interest to the House and 
that they may imperfectly achieve their policy objectives. 

Introduction 

1. The Licensing Act 2003 (“the 2003 Act”) seeks to integrate various licensing 
regimes into a single, coordinated scheme covering the retail sale of alcohol, 
the supply of alcohol in qualifying members’ clubs, the provision of regulated 
entertainment and the provision of late night refreshment between 11 pm 
and 5 am. Unless exempted, all those who engage in such activities will be 
required to do so under the various authorisations provided by the 2003 Act, 
for which fees will be charged. The transitional period, during which existing 
licences and certificates can be converted to new forms of licences and 
certificates, commences on 7 February 2005.1 Fees will be payable from then 
onwards. The new licensing regime is expected to become fully operational 
in November 2005. 

2. The Committee first considered licensing in its 2nd Report of Session 2003-
04,2 when commenting on the statutory guidance. We noted then that 
matters of particular interest to the House included “the fee structure and 
funding of the licensing regime, the definitions of what constituted licensable 
entertainment, and how guidance to licensing authorities would foster 
consistent decisions”. 

3. We have grouped the current instruments under two headings: the 
mechanics of the new licensing system and the fee regime. 

The mechanics of the new licensing regime 

 SI 2005/40 Licensing Act 2003 (Transitional provisions) Order 2005; SI 
2005/41 Licensing Act 2003 (Personal licences) Order 2005; SI 2005/42 
Licensing Act 2003 (Premises licences and club premises certificates) 
Order 2005; SI 2005/43 Licensing Act 2003 (Licensing authority’s 
register)(Other information) Order 2005; SI 2005/44 Licensing Act 
2003 (Hearings) Regulations 2005; SI 2005/78 Licensing Act 2003 
(Hearings) (Amendment) Regulations 20053 

 

                                             
1  See SI 2004/1739. 
2  2nd Report, HL Paper 72, Session 2003-04. This report drew the special attention of the House to the 

Draft Guidance issued under Section 182 of the Licensing Act 2003 and the Draft Guidance to Police 
Officers on the Operation of Closure powers in Part 8 of the Licensing Act 2003. 

3 This inserts an omission from the planned text of SI 2005/44 omitted at proof stage. The subsequent 
instrument was laid on 20 January. 
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4. This group of six statutory instruments provides for the mechanics of the 
new licensing regime, such as application forms for the various types of 
licences. Neither the Explanatory Memorandum nor the Final Regulatory 
Impact Assessment (RIA) accompanying the instruments addresses the 
points raised in the Committee’s earlier report. We therefore requested the 
Department for Culture, Media and Sport (“the Department”) to provide 
additional information. This information is printed at Appendix 2 to this 
Report. 

Guidance and training 

5. Questions 1 to 3 of the additional information provide some clarification 
about arrangements relating to guidance and training. Whilst we welcome 
the Department’s efforts so far to produce and disseminate appropriate 
guidance, the House may wish to seek an assurance from the 
Government that all the necessary materials and training will be in 
place by the time the new system begins on 7 February. The House 
may also wish to ask the Government to respond to a concern we 
expressed in our earlier report about how guidance will foster 
consistent decisions. 

Hearings 

6. Question 4 of the additional information concerns the timescales set out in 
the regulations on hearings.  

7. The Committee remains concerned about the tightness of some of the 
timescales. Regulation 6(2) of SI 2005/44 states that for specified types of 
hearing, the licensing authority need give only two working days’ notice of 
when the hearing will take place and Regulation 8(3) allows the applicant 
only one day to respond. In other specified circumstances, Regulation 6(3) 
states that the licensing authority need give only five working days’ notice 
and Regulation 8(4) allows the applicant only two working days to respond. 
The House may wish to invite the Government to explain the need for 
such timescales. 

8. We also note that Regulation 14 provides that the public, including the 
applicant and any person assisting or representing the applicant, can be 
excluded from the hearing “where it is considered that the public interest in 
so doing outweighs the public interest in the hearing, or that part of the 
hearing, taking place in public”. (This does not relate to disruptive behaviour 
since powers to remove anyone causing a disruption are given separately in 
Regulation 25.) The House may wish to invite the Government to 
explain more fully the purpose of Regulation 14 and the 
circumstances in which it might be used. 

Conclusion 

9. Whilst we have commended the efforts of the Department to provide 
appropriate guidance, we remain uncertain as to whether the practical 
requirements to implement these regulations will be in place by the date 
when they come into effect. We therefore draw this group of statutory 
instruments to the special attention of the House on the grounds that 
they give rise to issues of public policy likely to be of interest to the 
House and that they may imperfectly achieve their policy objectives. 
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The fee structure of the new licensing regime 

 SI 2005/79 Licensing Act 2003 (Fees) Regulations 2005 and SI 2005/80 
Licensing Act 2003 (Transitional conversions fees) Order 2005 

10. The 2003 Act requires that the fee levels be set centrally by the Secretary of 
State. Estimated fee levels were first published for consultation in April 2000 
as part of a White Paper.4 They were published again in the RIA which 
accompanied the Licensing Bill in November 2002. Finally, the fee estimates 
were published for further consultation during the period 3 November to 23 
December 2004. 

11. No detailed analysis of the 427 responses to the most recent public 
consultation is available. The Final RIA accompanying these instruments, 
however, indicates that the original proposals have been changed to reflect 
comments received, although not all suggestions could be accepted: 

“Responses to the recent public consultation, proposed various alternative 
methods for calculating individual fees, including: 

• Relating fees to the capacity of the premises involved; 

• Sub-delegating powers to licensing authorities to set or waive fees; 

• Basing fees on the hours at which premises are open, or the hours after 
midnight that they are open; and 

• Basing fee levels on a detailed risk assessment relating to the impact of 
the premises, its activities and its customers on the surrounding 
environment. 

These were not regarded as viable options by the Government either because 
they are outside the powers given to the Secretary of State in the primary 
legislation or because they are impractical (for example, not all premises have 
formal capacities and the only mandatory conditions which can be imposed 
on individual licences are on the face of the primary legislation and cannot be 
added to by subordinate legislation).”5 

12. The original proposal linked the level of the licensing fee to the non-domestic 
rateable value (NDRV) of the premises. Suggestions from the consultation, 
which have been adopted in the revised proposal, are set out in Option 3 of 
the Final RIA: 

“This approach has been suggested by some licensing authorities as being 
fairer than NDRV alone in allocating premises to fee levels. 

The option would involve: 

• a general uplift across the board for fees relating to applications for and 
variations of premises licences and club premises certificates and in 
respect of the annual fees to be paid, recognising increased volumes of 
applications, increased levels of representation by residents and 
responsible authorities, increased numbers of hearings and reviews of 
licences; and higher appeal costs than were originally estimated. This 
would add approximately £15 million to overall income during the 

                                             
4  Time for Reform: Proposals for the Modernisation of Our Licensing Laws (Cm 4696). 
5 Final RIA, pp 5-6. 
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period of transition, and £19 million in the first year after transition and 
each year thereafter; 

• requiring an additional payment during the period of transition for the 
variations of converted existing licences which relate to sales of alcohol, 
recognising the higher level of representations which are likely to be 
made in respect of applications to vary the hours during which alcohol is 
sold compared to variations in connection with other matters. This is 
estimated to add £4.4 million to overall licensing authorities’ income 
during the period of transition only; 

• applying a multiplier (and therefore a higher fee) for larger premises 
which are exclusively or primarily engaged in the sale of alcohol for 
consumption on the premises, recognising the potentially 
disproportionate costs expected to be incurred in enforcing licensing law 
in respect of town and city centre public houses (and what are commonly 
called “High Volume Vertical Drinking Establishments”). This is 
expected to add about £3 million to overall income in the period of 
transition; and about £1.8 million in the first year after transition and 
thereafter. 

This is the Government’s preferred option and responds directly to the more 
detailed information provided in responses to the public consultation. In 
comparison with Option 2 [the scheme proposed in the consultation 
document], it would cost applicants applying for licences or certificates or 
giving notices under the 2003 Act approximately £22 million more in the 
period of transition and £21 million in the first year after transition and each 
year thereafter. However, the Government believes that this is a truer 
reflection of the costs of the new regime and the flexibilities included are 
fairer to the applicants involved.”6 

13. Much of the media attention has been devoted to the financial aspects of the 
new licensing regime and queries have been raised as to whether all the 
associated costs of an extended licensing regime, in terms of policing, health 
and environmental matters, have been adequately assessed. The revised 
proposals now include an additional premium for large drinking 
establishments: 

 “The public consultation strongly suggested that such premises, and 
particularly those in town and city centres and those described as ‘high 
volume vertical drinking’ establishments, generate disproportionately high 
enforcement costs to which it would be unreasonable to expect other 
businesses to contribute. 

Accordingly, Option 3 includes a multiplier applied to town and city centre 
public houses, primarily or exclusively engaged in the sale of alcohol for 
consumption on the premises and currently falling in Bands D and E. 
Premises in Band D would pay twice the normal application fee and annual 
fee; and those in Band E would pay three times the normal application fee 
and annual fee.”7 

14. It seems clear that the base data on which these fees are calculated is 
incomplete and that the proposed fees are based on best estimates. The 

                                             
6  Final RIA, pp 8-10. 
7  Final RIA, pp 24-5. 
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consultation process has provided better information and as a result “the 
Government has concluded that there needs to be a general uplift in the 
proposed fee levels in order to generate the income needed nationally to 
cover the costs of the new licensing regime”.8 However data remains patchy 
and the Government recognises that the fee structure set out in these 
instruments relies heavily on assumptions and projections.  

15. As a result, the Government has undertaken to take three steps in order to 
improve the accuracy of their estimates:  

• the actual costs of the regime will be closely monitored in partnership 
with the Local Government Association and in consultation with 
industry; 

• if there are early indications that the costs are not as predicted, the 
Government will amend the fee regulations and order; and 

• an independent review of the costs and fees will be conducted 
approximately one year after the Act has been fully implemented, which 
will inform any necessary further revisions to fee regulations.9 

Conclusion 

16. The Government has stated that its policy objective is to ensure that the 
costs of local authorities’ administration, inspection and enforcement 
associated with the new regime should not fall on central or local taxpayers, 
but on those choosing to engage in licensable activities. The Government has 
also stated that cost recovery should, so far as possible, be of the full 
legitimate and efficient costs falling on local authorities under the 2003 Act 
and not just those costs falling on them under their role as licensing 
authorities. Given the uncertainties about the base data, there must be some 
doubt as to whether the fee structure set out in the current regulations will 
achieve these objectives. 

We therefore draw these instruments to the special attention of the 
House on the grounds that they represent a matter of public policy 
likely to be of interest to the House and that they may imperfectly 
achieve their policy objectives. 

                                             
8  Final RIA, p 23. 
9  Final RIA, pp 15-16. 
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INSTRUMENTS NOT REPORTED 

The Committee has considered the instruments set out in Appendix 1 
and has determined that the special attention of the House need not 
be drawn to them. 

17. Further information was sought by the Committee from the Home Office in 
connection with the Draft Regulation of Investigatory Powers 
(Communication Data) (Amendment) Order 2005 and the Draft Regulation 
of Investigatory Powers (Directed Surveillance and Covert Human 
Intelligence Sources) (Amendment) Order 2005 and is printed at Appendix 
3 to this Report. The Committee will be seeking further explanation by way 
of an oral evidence session, the transcript of which will be published in due 
course. 
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APPENDIX 1: INSTRUMENTS TO WHICH THE COMMITTEE DOES NOT 
DRAW THE SPECIAL ATTENTION OF THE HOUSE 

Draft Instruments requiring affirmative approval 

Regulation of Investigatory Powers (Communication Data) 
(Amendment) Order 2005  

Regulation of Investigatory Powers (Directed Surveillance and Covert 
Human Intelligence Sources) (Amendment) Order 2005 

Child Trust Funds (Amendment) Regulations 2005 
Companies Act 1985 (Operating and Financial Review and Directors’ Reports 

etc.) Regulations 2005 
Pensions Appeal Tribunals (Armed Forces and Reserve Forces Compensation 

Scheme) (Rights of Appeal) Regulations 2005 
Extradition Act 2003 (Amendment to Designations) Order 2005 

Instruments subject to annulment 

 Draft Charities (National Trust) Order 2005 

SI 2004/3328 European Communities (Designation) (No. 7) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3333 Burma (Restrictive Measures) (Overseas Territories) (Amendment) 
Order 2004 

SI 2004/3337 Air Navigation (Overseas Territories) (Environmental Standards) Order 
2004 

SI 2004/3379 Life Assurance Consolidation Directive (Consequential Amendments) 
Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3382 Child Trust Funds (Amendment No. 2) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3388 Products of Animal Origin (Third Country Imports) (England) (No. 4) 
Regulations 2004 

SI 2005/2 Education (Co-ordination of Admission Arrangements) (Primary 
Schools) (England) Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/3 Social Security (Incapacity Benefit Work-focused Interviews) 
Amendment Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/6 Retained Organs Commission (Abolition) Order 2005 

SI 2005/7 Asylum Seekers (Reception Conditions) Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/11 Asylum Support (Amendment) Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/12 Charges for Inspections and Controls (Amendment) Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/13 Information Tribunal (National Security Appeals) Rules 2005 

SI 2005/14 Information Tribunal (Enforcement Appeals) Rules 2005 

SI 2005/15 Immigration (Procedure for Marriage) Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/16 Gas Act 1986 (Exemption) Order 2005 

SI 2005/26 National Health Service (Travel Expenses and Remission of Charges) 
Amendment Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/28 National Health Service (General Medical Services Contracts) (Personal 
Medical Services Agreements) and (Pharmaceutical Services) 
(Amendment) Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/46 Extradition Act 2003 (Parties to International Conventions) Order 2005 
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Instrument subject to annulment (Northern Ireland) 

SR 2004/524 Energy (Amendment) Order (Northern Ireland) 2004 
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APPENDIX 2: ADDITIONAL INFORMATION PROVIDED BY THE 
DEPARTMENT FOR CULTURE, MEDIA AND SPORT 

Q1: What guidance is provided to help applicants complete these forms? Is 
an example available? 

A1: The forms do include some notes for guidance, but we are conscious that 
these are mainly technical and there is a need for more general guidance to help 
applicants understand what kind of information is required and what they will 
need to think about. We have looked at producing sample applications/operating 
schedules, but after discussion with our stakeholder groups have decided that these 
carry risks as being seen as ‘standard’ applications and also risk extending beyond 
our remit and into legal interpretation. Our stakeholder contacts believe that sector 
specific guidance is more helpful and we have concentrated our efforts in working 
with various sector groups to help them with their guidance. For example, we have 
recently been talking to the following organisations about guidance for their 
sectors: 

• A guide produced jointly by the British Beer and Pub Association, the 
British Institute of Innkeeping and the British Hospitality and Restaurateurs 
Association 

• British Marine Federation guide to the owners of vessels (boats) 

• Association of Convenience Stores (small convenience stores and 
supermarket chains) 

• Action on Communities in Rural England (village halls) 

• Guide for circus, street arts, funded by the Arts Council and others. 

In addition, each licensing authority will issue guidance to applicants. This will 
reflect the Secretary of State’s Guidance to Licensing Authorities, the licensing 
authorities’ own policy statement and guidance issued by the Local Authorities 
Coordinators of Regulatory Services [LACORS ](with whom we have regular 
meetings to discuss specific issues and points that require clarification). 

The DCMS website has an extensive Q&A section and we also highlight general 
points in the frequently asked questions section of our licensing newsletter 
Countdown. We believe there is value in DCMS pulling together much of this 
information into one useful document, which could signpost where additional 
information or guidance is available. We hope to have this ready for the First 
Appointed Day. 

Q2: Does the guidance on applying for premises licences explain terms 
such as what is covered by “an indoor sporting event” or what it is 
appropriate to include in section P of the form i.e. the additional steps 
taken to promote the four licensing objectives? 

A2: This information is in the Guidance to Licensing Authorities and has been 
repeated in the various forms of guidance mentioned above. We would do likewise 
when pulling together our document. 

Q3: What information and training has been provided to the magistrates 
and licensing authorities that will be granting these licenses? Will it all be 
in place by 7 February? 

A3: It is ongoing. LACORS has made a significant amount of advice available to 
licensing authorities and has also been working with responsible authorities. We 
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have publicised this in Countdown (which is sent to all licensing authorities and 
responsible authorities). 

Licensing officers have been going through various forms of training at the local 
level. It is, of course, a matter for licensing authorities to decide the appropriate 
level of training for their staff, but we have factored these costs into our fee 
proposals. The Judicial Studies Board are preparing a “magistrates training pack” 
about their role in the new regime and the new appeal powers. 

Q4: Are the timescales set out in the Hearings Regulations feasible? You 
have conducted extensive consultation – have these periods been explicitly 
endorsed by those who will have to administer the hearing process? 

A4: We believe the timescales are right. Timescales are tight during the period of 
transition, but have to fit within the timescales set down in the primary legislation. 
For example, 2 months maximum for a conversion, and 2 months maximum for a 
variation. We received mixed views during the consultation; some thought the 
timetable tight, while some thought it feasible. 
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APPENDIX 3: CORRESPONDENCE 

Letter from the Chairman to Caroline Flint, MP, Parliamentary Under-
Secretary of State for the Home Office 

I am writing as Chairman of the Lords Committee on the Merits of Statutory 
Instruments. Yesterday the Committee gave preliminary consideration to the Regulation 
of Investigatory Powers (Communications Data)(Amendment) Order 2005 and the 
Regulation of Investigatory Powers (Directed Surveillance and Covert Human Intelligence 
Sources)(Amendment) Order 2005, both of which were laid on 16 December. Before 
reaching a final view we would welcome further explanation on the following point. 

Article 8(1) of the European Convention on Human Rights provides that everyone has the 
right to respect for his private and family life, his home and correspondence. Article 8(2) 
provides that there shall be no interference by a public authority with the exercise of that 
right save on the grounds specified.  

Similar grounds are set out in the Regulation of Investigatory Powers Act 2000 (“the 2000 
Act”) as grounds on which authorisation may be granted to obtain communications data 
(section 22(2)), to carry out directed surveillance (section 28(3)) and to use a covert 
human intelligence source (section 29(3)). The draft orders before us make provision to 
amend a table contained in the Schedules of earlier orders, the fourth column of which 
identifies the specific grounds (under sections 22(2), 28(3) and 29(3) of the 2000 Act) on 
which authorisation may be granted. Please could you explain why the exercise of powers 
under the 2000 Act is restricted in this way.  

12 January 2005 

 

Letter from Caroline Flint, MP, Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for the 
Home Office, to the Chairman 

Thank for your letter of 12 January about the preliminary consideration the Merits of 
Statutory Instruments Committee has given to the Regulation of Investigatory Powers 
(Communications Data) (Amendment) Order 2005 and the Regulation of Investigatory 
Powers (Directed Surveillance and Covert Human Intelligence Sources) (Amendment) 
Order 2005.  The Committee queried why the Orders have restricted the grounds on 
which powers to acquire communications data, carry out directed surveillance or use a 
covert human intelligence source may be exercised.  I am sorry not to have been able to 
reply in time for your Committee meeting this week. 

Following public consultation in 2003 on the scope of an earlier draft communications 
data Order the Government recognised that restrictions on public authorities use of 
powers under the Regulation of Investigatory Powers Act 2000 (RIPA) provided an 
important reassurance to the public and Parliament about the ways in which RIPA powers 
could be used.  The draft Orders before the House, like those they amend,10 restrict the 
grounds on which public authorities may undertake conduct liable to interfere with the 
right of respect for an individual’s privacy to those purposes for which an authority or type 
of authority can show a proportionate requirement to need to do so. 

For example, the Office of Communications (Ofcom) is restricted to the purpose of 
preventing and detecting crime or of preventing disorder.  This means that a prescribed 
official in Ofcom could not exercise a power under RIPA in, for example, the interests of 
national security or for the purpose of protecting public health.  It is not a function of 

                                             
10 SI 2003 No. 3171 and SI 2003 No. 3172. 
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Ofcom to safeguard national security or protect public health – so it has no requirement to 
need to use RIPA powers for those purposes. 

I believe that restricting the grounds on which RIPA powers may be used provides 
reassurance to the public and to Parliament that public authorities’ cannot use RIPA 
powers for purposes that are not in line with their functions and reduces the potential for 
abuse or misuse of those powers that could arise if all the grounds for using the powers 
were available to all public authorities. 

I hope the Select Committee finds this explanation helpful. 

19 January 2005 
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APPENDIX 4: DECLARATION OF INTERESTS 

Lord Addington 
Adviser, Maybeck Communications Ltd (33 St. James’s Square, London SW1) (no 
personal clients and no remuneration received to date) 
Chairman, Purcell & Company 
Vice President, British Dyslexia Association  
Vice President, Lakenham Hewitt Rugby Club 
Vice President, Lonsdale Club 
Vice President, UK Sports Association 
Patron, Adult Dyslexia Association 
Patron, Carousel 

Lord Armstrong of Ilminster 
Chairman, Board of Governors, Royal Northern College of Music 
Chancellor, University of Hull 
Chairman, Leeds Castle Foundation 
Chairman, Hestercombe Gardens Trust 
Trustee, RVW Trust 
Trustee, Derek Hill Foundation 

Lord Boston of Faversham 
Two properties let as holiday cottages 
Trustee, Leeds Castle Foundation, Leeds Castle, Maidstone, Kent (a charity) 
President, The Faversham Society (a local amenity society; a charity) 
Chairman, The Sheppey Group (formed to safeguard areas of Kent and Essex from 
proposals for a third London airport; has not been active for some twenty-or-so years) 
Fellow, Royal Society of Arts 

Viscount Colville of Culross 
Assistant Surveillance Commissioner under Regulation of Investigatory Powers Act 
2000 

Lord Hunt of Kings Heath 
Senior Policy Adviser, Kings Fund 
Adviser, University Hospital Birmingham NHS Trust 
Adviser to Beechcroft Wansbroughs Solicitors and Brightwater Regulatory 
Consulting Limited (trading as Beechcroft Wansbroughs Consulting) 
Adviser, Beechcroft Wansbroughs Solicitors 
Adviser, Harrogate Management Centre 
Adviser, KPMG (Accountants)  
Adviser, Long Term Conditions Alliance 
Columnist, Health Services Journal 
Regular speaking engagements on variety of subjects in relation to the NHS and 
healthcare issues 
Associate, Cumberlege Connections 
Chair, Birmingham and Solihull NHS Strategic Partnering Board 
Chair, National Patient Safety Agency 
Parliamentary Supporter of the Patients Association 
Patron, Birmingham Centre for Arts Therapies 
Patron, Comprehensive Future 
Senior Associate Fellow – Warwick University Business School 
Patron, Rethink 
Patron, Family Planning Association 
Co-operative Party 
Cyclist Touring Club 
Socialist Education Association 
Socialist Health Association 
St. Mary’s Hospice, Birmingham 
UK Public Health Association 
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Unison (trade union) 
Warwickshire County Cricket Club 

Lord Jopling 
Owner of rented houses in North Yorkshire  
Part owner of agricultural land in North Yorkshire 
Partner in farming business in North Yorkshire 
Member of the Court, York University 
President Emeritus, Auto Cycle Union 
President, Despatch Association 

Lord McKenzie of Luton 
Freehold, 3 Sandwell Close, Luton LU2 7TN 
Leasehold, 55 South Block, County Hall, London 
Member, Luton Borough Council 
Member of Corporation of Luton VI Form College 
Governor, Ashcroft High School, Luton 
Governor, Wigmore Primary School, Luton 
Governor, Chapel Street Nursery School, Luton 
Court Member, University of Luton 
Committee Member, Mary Seacole Housing Association 
Trustee, Noah Enterprise 

Lord Methuen 
Chairman of Trustees of the Lady Margaret Hungerford Charity (which has alms 
houses and schoolroom in Corsham, Wiltshire) 

Earl of Northesk 
A number of tenanted properties in West Sussex and the Isle of Man 

Baroness Royall of Blaisdon,  
Trustee of IPPR (The Institute for Public Policy Research) 
Trustee, Fondation Generation Europe 
Director, European Movement 
Consultant, Generation Europe 
Trustee, National Botanic Garden of Wales 

Viscount Ullswater 
Regular part-time consultancy to Newmarket Countryside Race Day 
Director, Lowther Park Farms Ltd, Cumbria 
Cottage in Norfolk rented out as holiday home 
Elected Councillor of Docking Ward of King’s Lynn & West Norfolk Borough 
Council 
Trustee of small landowning trusts in Cumbria and Devon 
Life Member, Supporters of Nuclear Energy (SONE) 

 


