
 
 
 

 
CCTitle of Report :  AMUSEMENTS WITH PRIZES GAMING 

MACHINES IN LICENSED PREMISES 
 
Report of:  Head of Legal and Democratic Services  
                                                                                      
To:  Licensing Act 2003 Committee     
 
Date:  18th May 2006   Item No:  8 

 
  
Purpose of report:  To inform the Committee of the Council’s responsibility 
for the licensing of Amusements with Prizes (AWP) gaming machines in 
licensed premises and to seek a decision on how that responsibility is to be 
discharged. 
 
Recommendation(s): 
  
(a) Either:- 
 
(i) To delegate the Environmental Health Business Manager to determine 

applications for permits authorising up to two AWP machines, 
 
OR 
 
(ii) To delegate the Environmental Health Business Manager to determine 
 applications for permits authorising any number of AWP machines; 
 
(b) To authorise arrangements for the holding of a hearing whenever the 

Environmental Health Business Manager is minded to refuse an 
application for a permit or where the Environmental Health Business 
Manager considers the application to be one that should in any event 
be determined by a hearing.  

      
Key decision:   No  
 
Portfolio Holder:      Not applicable  
 
Scrutiny Responsibility:     Not applicable 
 
Ward(s) affected:      All 
 
Report Approved by:    Daniel Smith – Legal Services 
 
Policy Framework:  None    

  
 

x
Title of report

x
Name of Strategic Director or Business Manager

x
Name of Committee

x
Date of meeting

emace
Field to be completed by Committee Services

x
To.... (insert one or two sentences explaining what the report seeks to achieve)


x
These should be clear and concise and be identical to those at the end of the report. They should capture all the decisions the report author wishes the minute to reflect.  Authors should not “seek members’ views” but recommend a definite course of action.

x
Yes/No – only applicable to Executive functions.  Say if not applicable.
In financial terms a key decision is one that is likely to result in the Council incurring expenditure or the making of savings that are significant with regard to the Council's budget for the related service or function.
The guidance figures for significant items in financial terms are £150,000 for General Fund or £200,000 for Housing Revenue Account. In more general terms a key decision is one that is likely to be significant in terms of its effect on communities living in an area comprising two or more Wards in the Council's area


x
Only applicable to Executive functions - there may be more than one.  Say if not applicable.


x
Identify which of the scrutiny committees has this function within its terms of reference – there may be more than one.

x
There may be more than one.

x
Identify the parts or sections of any plans or strategies adopted by the Council which the report either implements or is consistent with.  If there is no such policy or strategy say there is none.




1. This report concerns the Council’s responsibility for the licensing of AWP 
gaming machines on licensed premises. 
 
2. Under the Gaming Act 1968 the Council has had responsibility for licensing 
AWP gaming machines in certain cafes and food establishments.  The 
Licensing Act 2003 has now amended the Gaming Act to extend the Council’s 
responsibility to include licensing of AWP gaming machines on premises 
licensed to sell alcohol.  The Council now licenses such premises.  Licensing 
of the machines in these premises was previously the responsibility of the 
Licensing Justices 
 
3. Guidance from the Department for Culture, Media and Sport (DCMS) 
recommends that licensing authorities should indicate that they are prepared 
to grant permits authorising up to two AWP gaming machines without a 
hearing and may, if they consider it appropriate, choose not to hold hearings 
in respect of applications for larger numbers of AWP gaming machines. 
Where the Licensing Authority is minded to refuse an application an applicant 
is entitled to have the matter considered at a hearing. 
 
4.  The Committee is being asked whether to delegate to officers the issuing 
of permits for up to two machines (as the DCMS recommends), with 
applications for more than two machines for premises going to hearing, or 
whether it considers it appropriate to delegate the issuing of permits for any 
number of machines.  If the Committee decides on a two permit delegation 
policy then we will need to arrange a hearing for a current application for more 
than two machines.  
 
 
Name and contact details of author:- 
 
Daniel Smith 
Licensing Solicitor 
Town Hall  Oxford  OX1 4YS 
Tel:  01865 252278  e-mail:  dsmith@oxford.gov.uk
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