DVLA CONSULTATION DOCUMENT
Q Registration Marks     Questions 12-16
I feel that there is a necessity for a method of registering vehicles of indeterminate age/origin and that the current procedure works almost perfectly.   The only drawback is the requirement of S.V.A. on certain vehicles that would be unable to pass without MAJOR reworking of original components.  For instance, where, due to age and corrosion, the original chassis has been replaced and the opportunity taken to upgrade to more reliable or safe components, but without detracting from the fundamental appearance of the vehicle.

The inspection should be carried out by persons “au fait” with the particular type of vehicle inspected, rather than expecting one person/department to have such a vast knowledge.   The cost of inspection should be borne by the persons making such a request.

Permanently Imported Vehicles   Questions 7-20
There are many previously modified vehicles imported into the UK and the regulations should take account of the age and history of that vehicle.   If it has been modified and used abroad, and is of an age that would allowed it Historic Vehicle Status, then it should be allowed an age related mark rather that a Q showing indeterminate age.

The consumers involved with possibly later purchasing this type of vehicle are of the type that would be fully aware of its age and origins.    I feel there should be no fee for inspection as no fee is charged for inspection of a new vehicle prior to first registration.
Radically Altered Vehicles   Questions 40-46
There is a failing is the registration process in that, in many cases it is unlikely that a manufacturer will continue to supply such expensive components as a complete chassis or body shell.   The rules should be amended to allow replica components to be used providing proof that they are of new origin is available.   A replacement second hand chassis/monocoque should also be allowed if proof of its origins can be provided.   

Radically altered vehicles should retain the appearance of the vehicle they purport to be if they are to retain their original registration mark.   If the vehicle no longer resembles its origins then it should be awarded a mark that reflects the date of first registration.   Although many components may be totally overhauled, rebuilt, or substituted, they should still be of a contemporaneous source.   This should not however preclude enhancements in the name of improvements to safety. 

Once again, if retaining many original features and specifications it is unlikely that it would be able to pass S.V.A..   I do feel that an inspection of the quality of workmanship would be a good idea.   It should however be of the nature of an enhanced M.O.T., rather than a full S.V.A., and the cost of this would be paid by the owner.

The weighting values are appropriate as they stand.

Kit Conversions   Questions 53-59
The current system almost meets it requirement, the failing is the issuing of a Q plate.   The future purchaser of this type of vehicle is likely to be a person who is up to speed with the kit conversion market and is unlikely to be mislead over the vehicles age.   In this instance a Q plate is more likely to confuse the origins/age of the components used.   The vehicle should either contain its original mark or be issued with an age related number and the V5 annotated as to it being a kit conversion.   The vehicles date of manufacture should be its inspection date and the date of registration per original.   It should comply with regulations pertinent to its date of registration.  
Major components are front suspension, steering, rear suspension, back axle, engine, gear box, body or chassis.

The S.V.A. fails the meet the needs of kit conversions based on older vehicles.   As an amateur built vehicle it should be subject to inspection but on a “super” M.O.T. basis.   An inspection on home designed safety critical item should be carried out.   It should be the responsibility of the kit manufacturer to ensure his components are safe and adequate for the job.   The amateur has merely to assemble these.   Vehicles are not submitted for inspection because the amateur has performed his own brake servicing or replaced suspension components.   It is unlikely that anyone with insufficient mechanical knowledge would wish to be involved with this type of vehicle.

Reconstructed Classics   Questions 74-81
The current system needs some clarification.   The components used should be over 25 years old, but obviously allowed that they can be refurbished or replaced with contemporaneous parts.   

New components, to a minimum of original specification, should be allowed i.e. where an original chassis is too warn or damaged to be used a purpose made replacement can be used.   Whilst not mandatory upgrades to safety critical items should be allowed.
Vehicles constructed from parts over 25 years old should be allowed to be registered as classics.   The very act of recycling these items should be encouraged.   The V5C will be annotated as to its construction from older recycled components.

The inspection of these vehicles should be done by the body or club most familiar with the style/model involved.   There are many vehicles that fall within this remit without being directed what is recognised  as “classic cars”. i.e. there are older “kit” cars and many conversions made for trialing or classed as “specials” but based on older components.   These would have been of a style relevant to the 25 year cut off.

As the V5 would be annotated there would be no reason not to allow cherished transfers.

