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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0442/2006 by Mr. Peter Dunne (Irish), on the activity of the Irish Office 
for Taxi Regulation

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner criticizes the activity of the Irish Office for Taxi Regulation whose policy is 
allegedly designed to advance the personal agenda of the Commissioner in charge and 
breaches the civil and constitutional rights of small public service operators. The petitioner 
contests the renumbering of taxi licences as well as the main objective of the Regulator, e.g. 
to oversee the operation of the maximum service to the public. He considers that the 
achievement of this goal would result in a serious danger to both taxi divers and public safety 
(high traffic, possibility of granting licences to drivers who do not have the proper 
qualification). The petitioner accuses the Regulator of drawing its Action Plan without a 
proper consultation of the taxi drivers who are directly concerned and asks the European 
Parliament for assistance.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 26 October 2006. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 19 October 2007.

‘The petitioner is protesting at what he defines an iniquity on the part of the Irish taxi 
regulator. According to the petitioner, the regulator’s decisions – both with regard to the 
liberalisation of the sector and release of licences, and regulation of the technical safety 
standards – have been made in an arbitrary and inappropriate manner.

In its reply to other petitions on the same subject (see, for example, Petition No 115/2001) the 
Commission had already stated that the liberalisation of the taxi sector was a national concern 
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with regard to which, to date, no legislative measures had been taken at Community level.

The Commission would point out, as specified in the above-mentioned reply, that some 
existing Community laws do apply to taxis (e.g. inspection and maintenance), but they are 
laws which apply to classes of vehicle (e.g. class M1 – vehicles with fewer than nine seats) 
rather than to transport services as such.

Moreover, the Commission would stress that legislation on passenger road transport, be it in 
relation to market access, access to the occupation, working time or driving time, only applies 
to transport services with vehicles carrying at least nine passengers. Given the mainly local 
nature of the taxi market, and its low cross-border impact, the Commission does not intend to 
propose any legislative measures to extend these rules to the taxi sector.

It does not appear that the measures taken by the Irish taxi regulator, as described in the 
information forwarded with the petition, infringe any general principles of the Treaty, such as 
those relating to discrimination on grounds of nationality, or place of establishment of persons 
and enterprises.

To conclude, having considered the information provided in the petition, the Commission 
takes the view that the activity of the Irish taxi regulator does not appear to have infringed 
Community law. The issues set out by the petitioner are a matter for the Irish authorities and, 
possibly, of the Irish national courts.’


