Dear Mr Davies,
 
Please find attached a document outlining the concerns myself and others have with the proposed Vehicle Inspection Procedures.
 
The document was compiled by a 3rd party, but due to lack of time to respond, I have sent it to you as a response to these proposed changes, so that you and your team are aware of the concerns of the car hobbyist, whether restorer or 'customiser'.
 
The points regarding rebuilding an original car I feel are slightly unrealistic in that the owner may have purchased a shell with absolutely no running gear, and has replaced it with the correct type of parts, but they originated from different cars. For all purposes, this would still be, for example, a 1936 ford, having been built with model correct parts, but would not be able to be registered as such.
 
Regarding Radically Altered vehicles, I'm afraid I can't understand what the need is to re register them, the people involved in this side of the hobby know what body shapes are, i.e. they can recognise a 1932 Ford body, regardless of the amount of modifications or upgrades. I can appreciate the need for a build quality check prior to being used on the road, but think that this should be in the form of an updated MOT type check, aimed specifically at this type of vehicle. I understand that the current SVA check looks at items such as protruding hinges, and other items that are fine to check on modern cars, and even kit cars, as they can be built by the manufacturer with this in mind. To apply this to a body originally built before these regulations exist seems harsh, as it may well not be possible to make such changes, i.e., a post-war car that has had it's suspension, engine etc updated, becoming a Radically Altered Vehicle, but may retain the original design features of the body such as external door hinges, original bumpers, wings etc.
 
I would like to see the consultation period extended to be able to offer people such as myself enough time to consider the issues properly, and engage in a meaningful, productive dialogue with yourselves resulting in legislation that will benefit everybody. However, I fear that an extension will not be possible, and hope that this communication will go someway to letting you and your colleagues know the strong concerns that we, the hobbyist, have with the proposed legislation
 
Thank you for your time,
 
Neil Brown
 
