Consultation Response Form
ABOUT THE RAC


With more than eight million members, the RAC is the oldest and one of the UK's most progressive motoring organisations, providing services for both private and business motorists. As such, it is committed to making driving easier, safer, more affordable and more enjoyable for all road users. 

The RAC, which employs more than 1,500 patrols, provides roadside assistance across the entire UK road network and as a result has significant insight into how the country’s road networks are managed and maintained. 

The RAC is separate from the RAC Foundation which is a transport policy and research organisation which explores the economic, mobility, safety and environmental issues relating to roads and their users.

The RAC website can be found at www.rac.co.uk
CONTACTS AT RAC

Nicholas Lyes, Public Affairs Manager, RAC (nlyes@rac.co.uk)
David Bizley, Chief Engineer, RAC (dbizley@rac.co.uk) 
Peter Williams, Head of External Affairs, RAC (peter.williams@rac.co.uk) 

	Question 1
1A) Do you agree that a "remove by date" should be placed on the back of "NEW ROUNDABOUT AHEAD" signs and their variants?
Strongly Agree 
Agree 


Neither Agree nor Disagree 
 
Disagree

Strongly disagree 
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1B) Please tell us about any new ideas or initiatives which would help to reduce traffic sign clutter.
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	Question 2
Do you agree that we should remove the need for a Traffic Regulation Order for unrestricted parking bays?
Strongly Agree 
Agree 


Neither Agree nor Disagree 
 
Disagree

Strongly disagree 
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	Question 3
3A) Do you agree that signs on roads with street lighting (at least three lamps not more than 183 metres apart) that is not lit at night must also be made retroreflective? 

     Yes 


No 
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3B) Do you foresee any additional financial costs? 
              Yes 


No 
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	Question 4
Do you agree that the directions applying to the mounting and backing of permanent signs should also apply to portable and temporary variable message signs?

     Yes 


No 
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	Question 5
Do you have any comment on the inclusion of the tunnel restriction code sign?

     Yes 


No 
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	Question 6
Do you agree that we should only prescribe dual unit (imperial and metric) height, width and length limit signs?
Strongly Agree 
Agree 


Neither Agree nor Disagree 
 
Disagree

Strongly disagree 
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	Question 7
Are you content for us to prescribe bracketed road number markings?
         Yes 


No 




	Question 8
Are you content for us to regulate for studs that only have light emitting diodes?
         Yes 


No 




	Comments on structure and clarity of the Traffic Signs Regulations and General Directions 2016.


How to respond
The consultation period began on 28 August 2015 and will run until 6 October 2015. Please ensure that your response reaches us before the closing date. 
Please respond by completing Annex A of this document and emailing it back to traffic.signs@dft.gsi.gov.uk
Alternatively send your response to us at the address below.
Traffic Signs Consultation 
Traffic Division, Department for Transport, 
Zone 3/27, Great Minster House, 
33 Horseferry Road, 
London SW1P 4DR 
When responding, please state whether you are responding as an individual or representing the views of an organisation. If responding on behalf of a larger organisation, please make it clear who the organisation represents and, where applicable, how the views of members were assembled.
Freedom of Information
Information provided in response to this consultation, including personal information, may be subject to publication or disclosure in accordance with the Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOIA) or the Environmental Information Regulations 2004.
If you want information that you provide to be treated as confidential, please be aware that, under the FOIA, there is a statutory Code of Practice with which public authorities must comply and which deals, amongst other things, with obligations of confidence. 
In view of this it would be helpful if you could explain to us why you regard the information you have provided as confidential. If we receive a request for disclosure of the information, we will take full account of your explanation, but we cannot give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. An automatic confidentiality disclaimer generated by your IT system will not, of itself, be regarded as binding on the Department. 
The Department will process your personal data in accordance with the Data Protection Act (DPA) and in the majority of circumstances this will mean that your personal data will not be disclosed to third parties.
X





Agree. The RAC believes that this is a sensible solution to removing road signs that are in place for longer than they should be. Motorists who use particular local roads on a frequent basis are likely to understand when signs such as “New Roundabout Ahead” ��have outstayed their welcome, however from a decluttering point of view, this proposal is sensible. 


The RAC believes there should be adequate provision to allow local authorities to remove out-of-date signs and where appropriate to recover the costs from the erectors of the sign where signage has become out-dated and the erectors have failed to remove it. It should not be left to motorists or the public to notify requirements for removal of ‘out of date’ signage. 








 


The RAC believes that DfT should look into reporting mechanisms for road users to identify where cluttered and confusing road signs are a menace for drivers. Such reports could then be routed to the relevant local authorities who will then need to investigate and where appropriate take action.





Motorists are able to do this on other road-related defects, such as potholes, and we believe a similar process should be looked at for road signage. 








X





Neither agree nor disagree. This sounds like a sensible solution given that regulations introduced at the end of the last Parliament allow  members of the public to challenge the parking policy decisions of councils under the new 'Right to Challenge Parking Policies'.




















X





Yes. RAC believes that this is a sensible solution. The tightening up of guidance will be of use to motorists where lighting it not present








RAC does not feel qualified to comment on the costs of this; however we believe that it will enhance safety for motorists and therefore some additional cost is justified, if such costs were to arise.








X





The construction and fitting of signage should be appropriate to the location and duration for which the sign is expected to be in place. Temporary signs may only be in place for a week or two and it is therefore unnecessary for them to be constructed to the same standards of durability as a permanent sign. The over-riding issue should be fitness-for-purpose and the safety of road users.














 





X





No. As this effectively appears to implement the European Agreement concerning the International Carriage of Dangerous Goods by Road (ADR), the RAC has no comment to make here.








X





Agree. The RAC believes it is a sensible solution to update road signs with dual units, however within the consultation document, it refers to replacing existing signs when they become ‘life expired’. The RAC believes this needs defining.





X





Any move to make traffic signs clearer and increase understanding of the meaning of these signs should be welcome.





X





As noted within the consultation document, it is sensible to change regulation to accommodate this. Active studs which use internal light emitting diodes as their light source will improve visibility for drivers and can be of particular benefit in poorer weather conditions. We believe this can help improve safety.





No further comments 








