












































































































































































Alfreds Wedding Car 
Proprietor:  Alfred C. Tidey. 

Public Law Team
Law Commission 
Steel House 
11, Tothill Street 
London 
SW1H 9LJ        10/9/12. 
 
Dear Sirs, 
     I have read in the publication ”Classic Car Weekly” that there are moves 
afoot to introduce new laws that will severely restrict the use of classic cars as 
wedding car transport. If this is true the effect upon small businesses like mine will be 
devastating, I hope there is no truth in this alarming news report! Perhaps could you 
confirm to me that no plans exist to introduce such draconian regulations? 
 I run a very small one man business with myself usually as the driver, and I 
own two small classic cars which are Morris Minors both registered in the 1960’s. I 
only attend about 15 to 20 wedding per year as a sole trader. I could not possibly 
afford the extra costs incurred for an operators licence, more expensive MOT tests 
and checks, and higher insurance premiums. 
 I have no doubt that if these proposals were to become law, then my business 
would become unprofitable and I would have to cease trading. This would deprive my 
potential customers the choice of hiring the type of classic cars that I own. Morris 
Minors are a true classic British car; very different to the larger cars often used for 
weddings such as stretched limos, larger luxury cars such a Rolls Royce’s. 
 The proposed restrictions for using old classic cars for weddings seems to me 
to be totally unnecessary because unlike taxis and normal private hire cars they do 
quite low mileage driven carefully at much lower speeds. The journeys with 
passengers are often quite short and over short periods of time, unlike normal hire cars 
and taxis often driving fast from one job to the next all day and even all night with 
different drivers. 
 I am not aware that there has been a serious problem or accidents involving 
wedding cars, because generally they are driven with great care by experienced 
drivers who know the type of vehicle and the technique for driving them as I do. The 
very nature of my cars mean that they cannot be driven as one would do to a modern 
car, and often cherished vehicles which would be difficult to replace if damaged. As 
I’m sure you are aware, the older vehicles cannot be tested to the full scope of the 
MOT inspections that would apply to modern vehicles, so they are exempt by law 
from test specifications that they were never designed to comply with.  
 I do hope common sense will prevail on the above subject and realise that 
nothing will achieved by forcing people like myself out of business for the sake of just 
tidying up vehicle regulation laws where classic vehicles are used under the present 
permissive laws. 
 

Yours faithfully 
 
 
 

Alfred C. Tidey 
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Mrs Tina Maroof 
 
 
 
 

Dear Sir/Madam, 
 As a hackney carriage proprietor, I would like to give my opinion on some of the proposals in 
the law commission consultation document (reforming the law of taxi and private hire services. 
 
Proposal 1 
 I do think that regulation should continue to distinguish between hackney carriage vehicles, 
that can stand on ranks, be hailed on the street and accept pre-bookings. And private hire vehicles 
which can only accept pre-booked jobs. 
 
Proposal 3 
 I think this proposal is right in one respect, but I think that a vehicle that is to be used in the 
hackney carriage or private hire trade needs to be a decent size and have an engine size of 1600cc as a 
minimum, the age of the vehicle is also quite important. Wheelchair accessible vehicles should be in 
any colour and be licensed until they are 12 years old, other vehicles should only be licensed until 
they are 7 years old. 
 
Proposal 13 
 I think that licensing authorities requirements should apply at airports, as well as at railway 
stations, the same requirements should apply everywhere, including supermarket pickups and 
supermarket car parks.  
 
Proposal 18 
 I do not think that the concept of compellability should be retained regarding taxis, as some 
passengers are not suitable to be carried in taxis, if they are too drunk, or you have already witnessed 
them being abusive in the street. A driver should be able to refuse to carry a passenger or passengers 
if he feels there is good cause. 
 
Proposal 19 
 I agree that pre-booking should continue to be the only way of engaging a private hire vehicle 
and it should cover all advancing methods of booking. 
 
Proposal 20 
 I think that non-professional use of a private hire or hackney carriage vehicle should be 
allowed, with the economy as it is, it’s not always possible to afford the upkeep of a second vehicle 
solely for private use. 
 
Proposals 21 and 22  
 The secretary of state, should issue guidance to licensing authorities, regarding taxis and 
private hire vehicles, but ultimately the licensing authority should decide what guidance it wants to 
implement as, different towns and cities have different needs. A blanket set of regulations would not 
be workable. I do not think references to hackney carriages should be abandoned it has been in place 
many years and should stay. 
 



Proposal 23 
 Private hire vehicles should not be able to use the term “taxi” or “cab” in any advertising or 
under any circumstance. 
 
Proposal 24 
 Of course without a doubt taxi and private hire services should be subject to national safety 
requirements. 
 
Proposals 25 and 26 
 National safety standards for private hire vehicles and hackney carriage vehicles should be 
minimum standards, as far as I am aware, my licensing authority test both private hire and hackney 
carriages to the same standards which are definitely above minimum standards. 
 
Proposal 28 
 I think that every private hire vehicle licensed should have large stickers on the doors stating 
that they can accept pre-bookings only, and that the insurance is invalid if they pick up without being 
pre-booked. 
 
Proposals 34, 35 and 36 
 Local authorities should be able to set any standards above the minimum requirements, I think 
standards set by central government should include the Wording to the effect that licensing authorities 
can set any higher requirements.  
Any licensing authority should retain the power to impose individual conditions on drivers or vehicles 
if they deem it necessary. 
 
Proposal 39 
 If zones are removed, some places will be left without any “taxis” at peak times, it should be 
down to licensing authorities as they have a better knowledge of the areas in which they are 
responsible. Once again a blanket approach would not work. In the smaller area zones, passengers 
would not benefit, as the “taxis” would not work from that area. 
 
Proposal 40 
 Peak time licences might work in some areas, but would definitely not be right for most areas. 
 
Proposal 43 

Licensing authorities should retain the right to regulate maximum taxi fares. 
 
Proposal 44 

Fares higher than motored fares set by licensing authorities should never be changed. 
 
Proposal 47 

National vehicle safety standards should be set out in primary legislation. 
 
Proposal 53 

When a taxi driver takes a pre-booking directly, record keeping requirements should  not 
apply. 
 
 



Proposal 54 
Licensing authorities should definitely have the power to restrict taxi numbers, as once again, 

they know better than central government. Not all towns and cities are the same size, requirements are 
very different  and once again a blanket approach is unworkable. 
 
Proposal 55 

Problems if taxi numbers were not restricted would include no where for taxis to park, 
frustration of drivers, the longer hours to work, complaints to licensing authorities, traffic jams more 
emissions to cope with, this list could go on forever. 
 
Proposal 57 

In the district I work in, priority is given to passengers in wheelchairs in the fact that they can 
pull out of mid or end of the rank, if they are the first wheelchair accessible vehicles available. I don’t 
think that a specific wheelchair license is necessary. 
 
Proposal 58 

I think there does  need to be a significant financial incentive given to owners of wheelchair 
accessible vehicles, they are much more expensive to put on the road in the first place and the running 
costs are a lot higher.  
I don’t know if  lower licensing fees would be the answer. maybe a payment to help purchase the 
vehicle in the first place. 
If there was some kind of financial incentive this could result in owners of saloon type taxis, changing 
to wheelchair accessible when they replace their current vehicle. 
 
Proposals 64 and 68 

Any authorised licensing officer should definitely have the power to stop any licensed vehicle 
even if they are  from a different licensing authority, if they are seen touting  for business. 
 
Proposal 65 

There should be stronger penalties for anyone seen touting. 
 
Proposal 66 

I don’t think it is necessary to impound vehicles much easier to just remove the licensing 
plate. 

 
 
 
 
 
Thank You 
Tina Maroof 

























































































































































































































































































































































































































7 September 2012

Public Law Team (Taxi and Private Hire)
Law Commission 
Steel House
11 Tothill Street
London 
SW1H 9LJ

REFORMING THE LAW OF TAXI AND PRIVATE HIRE SERVICES
Response to Consultation Paper No 203

1. This response to the title paper comes from The National Association of Wedding Car Professionals

(NAWCP), which came into being as a direct result of the proposal (Proposal 11) by the Law Commission

to bring wedding cars within the Private Hire Vehicle (PHV) licensing regime. 

2. A full detailed response to the title paper is contained within the attachment to this covering letter,

but in summary, the NAWCP emphatically and without reservation opposes the said proposal on the

grounds that:

2.1 A compelling need for the inclusion of wedding cars within the PHV licensing scheme, based on

evidence relating specifically to wedding car operations, has not been established or proven by the Law

Commission. The only need mentioned in the Consultation Paper is that for consistency within the

transport industry; the NAWCP contests this on two counts: firstly, that wedding car businesses are not

part of the transport industry but rather are part of the wedding services industry.  Secondly, that the need

for consistency alone should not, and surely cannot, be used in an entrepreneurial and democratic society

as the sole justification for imposing regulations on a specific element of the business community. 
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While it is acknowledged that the Law Commission may consider, although does not state specifically with

regard to wedding cars, the need to enhance safety as the driving force behind the proposal, no evidence

is presented in the paper to support any actual or perceived current danger or lack of safety relating to

wedding car clients. Consequently, the NAWCP considers that while the safety of clients is of paramount

importance there is no case to answer with regard to wedding car operations.  If the Law Commission has

evidence that suggests that current wedding car operations are such that clients are at risk then the

NAWCP would be more than happy to consider the evidence and suggest an industry wide resolution to

the problem that does not involve excessive regulation. 

2.2 The imposition of PHV regulations developed specifically for modern cars on an industry that

overwhelmingly utilises historic and specialist vehicles, which by definition cannot comply with modern

PVH regulations and would thus be denied PHV operating licences, is considered as over-regulation and

will at best stifle the industry, but most probably put an end to the industry that utilises those historic

vehicles.  

2.3 The inclusion of wedding car businesses within the PHV licensing regime is likely to eliminate some

1500 plus businesses ‘overnight’ from the UK cadre of small and medium sized enterprises (SME’s), and

from the wedding service provider industry in particular. Furthermore, such action would impact severely

on those specialist industries, e.g. maintenance, engineering and restoration, supporting the business use

of historic and specialist cars.  Moreover, it is unlikely that the subsequent and immediate fall in historic

and specialist wedding car availability would be taken up by the PHV cadre because anecdotal evidence

suggests that clients are likely to turn to family and friends to help with their cars, which will be the same

as those available within the PHV cadre, so why hire when similar cars are available at no cost?  As a

consequence, the ‘overnight’ elimination of 1500 SME’s without any form of replacement will cause

government fuel tax revenues to fall, fuel retail outlet profits to fall and a severe reduction in work available

for the historic vehicle maintenance, engineering and restoration business community.  In addition, the

vintage, classic and specialist car market would be dealt a severe blow with values of such cars probably

dropping by 25% or more and some cars becoming valueless and unsaleable as their practical use would

have been eliminated at a stroke.

2.4 Couples wishing to join the institution of marriage and civil partnerships will be denied the 

opportunity to enhance their special day with the appearance of the vehicle of their dreams, namely a

continued ......
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vintage, classic or specialist vehicle by an unreasonable regulation that is counter to the government’s

wish to encourage the institution of marriage and other regulations that encourage the ownership and use

of historic vehicles.

2.5 UK charitable organisations that currently utilise historic vehicles as wedding cars to provide an

income for supporting the charity financially would be denied the opportunity of so doing, and may

therefore close down or experience reduced financial capacity for helping others as a consequence.  Thus,

the beneficiaries of that charity would be very much disadvantaged as a consequence of the proposed new

legislation.

3. The NAWCP can identify no overwhelming or compelling justification for including wedding cars

within the PHV cadre and consequently urges the Law Commission, the Department of Transport and the

Government to retain the current exemption for wedding cars in the revised legislation for PHVs. 

Yours etc

Signed

David Jones

President of the National Association of Wedding Car Professionals

Attachment:

1. The National  Association of Wedding Car Professionals response to Consultation Paper No. 203
– Reforming the Law of Taxi and Private Hire Services,  dated 7th September 2012.



THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF WEDDING CAR

PROFESSIONALS 

RESPONSE TO CONSULTATION PAPER No. 203

REFORMING THE LAW OF TAXI AND PRIVATE HIRE SERVICES

References:

Law Commission Consultation Paper No.203 - Proposal 11

INTRODUCTION



1. The National Association of Wedding Car Professionals (NAWCP) came into being in

August this year as a direct result of the proposal at Reference, which seeks to bring wedding

cars within the Private Hire Vehicle (PHV) licensing regime. It was clear that a national

response to the proposal was necessary to ensure that the combined voice of the many

wedding car businesses across the UK was heard at the highest level.  The NAWCP has been

in existence for only a few weeks and already has nearly 100 member businesses, with

membership numbers increasing daily.  It is estimated that there are some 1500 wedding car

businesses within the UK and while this is a consolidated response from the NAWCP

members it also speaks for those other wedding car businesses that have yet to join the

NAWCP or that may not be aware of the proposed changes.

2. Fundamental to the consideration of this proposal is that the vast majority of wedding

car businesses utilise vintage, classic or specialist (historic) vehicles and as a consequence,

due to design and age, it is almost certain that they would not meet the technical

specification necessary for licensing as a PHV; consequently, if the proposal is accepted it is

likely that the vast majority of the current wedding car businesses would cease trading.  If

somehow a way was found to adapt the historic vehicles to meet the licensing specifications,

the cost of adaption and then licensing would be so prohibitive that again, the vast majority

of wedding car businesses in the UK would cease trading.   Therefore, this response will seek

to demonstrate why wedding cars should continue to be exempt from PHV licensing.

3. Firstly, the justification for including wedding cars within the legislation for the PHV

cadre will be questioned as there appears to be no such justification detailed in Consultation

Paper No. 203.  Secondly, this response will show that if the proposal is accepted, then,

assuming that anomalies regarding the technical vehicle requirements for a PHV licence can

be overcome, which is extremely doubtful, the burden on business would be increased

significantly, and if the technical anomalies cannot be overcome, which is almost certain,

there would be a decrease in economic efficiency;  results contrary to that intended by those

setting the Terms of Reference for the Reviewing Team, which states: 

To review the law relating to the regulation of taxis and private hire vehicles, with a

view to its modernisation and simplification, having due regard to the potential

advantages of deregulation in reducing the burdens on business and increasing

economic efficiency.”
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4. Lastly, this response will show that if the technical anomalies cannot be overcome,

and it is repeated that this is almost certainly the case, as well as decreasing economic

efficiency, the well-loved tradition and essential part of the overall wedding ceremony,

namely the inclusion of an historic vehicle for the Bridal Party, will be destroyed at a stroke. 

5. In sum, this response will demonstrate the NAWCP’s vigorous opposition to the

proposal at Reference and urges the Law Commission, the Department of Transport and

the Government to retain the current exemption for wedding cars in the revised legislation

for PHVs. 

JUSTIFICATION QUESTIONED

6. A compelling need for the inclusion of wedding cars within the PHV licensing

scheme, based on comprehensive research followed by the collation and publication of

evidence relating specifically to wedding car operations, has not been established or proven

by the Law Commission.  The only need mentioned in the Consultation Paper is that for

consistency within the transport industry, which presumes that wedding car businesses are

part of the transport industry, and therefore, for consistency, the same rules must apply

across the industry; this rather limp justification is questioned on the following two counts: 

6.1 Firstly, it is argued that wedding car businesses, which tend in the main to operate

historic vehicles, are not part of the transport industry but rather part of the wedding

suppliers industry. Historic wedding cars are hired as part of the overall wedding ceremony

not just a means of getting from A to B, as are taxis and PHVs.  Although mostly hired

separately, the chosen wedding car is as much part of the wedding day and as traditional

and iconic as the other special elements of the day, such as the bridesmaids, the ushers,

the wedding dress, the cake, and the venue.  Wedding cars are mostly selected for their

appearance and not necessarily for travel from A to B; the basis of the hire is the car as an

icon, not just as a means of travel.  Indeed, on some occasions, clients hire an historic

wedding car just for it to be at the place of the ceremony and/or reception for photos with

the wedding party and do not travel in the vehicle at all.  The imposition of legislation for

one industry on to another, just because both industries have one common resource, the

car, is unfair and unjust.

6.2 Secondly, notwithstanding the above, the need for consistency is not by itself

compelling justification for including wedding cars within the PHV licensing scheme when
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there is no other specific evidence presented that relates directly to wedding cars and their

operation.  The need for consistency alone should not, and surely, cannot, be used in an

entrepreneurial and democratic society as the sole justification for imposing regulations on

a specific element of the business community.  

7. That said, it is acknowledged that the Law Commission may consider, although

does not state specifically, the need to enhance safety in the wedding car industry as the

driving force behind the proposal.  Whilst this may seem a laudable desire, no specific

evidence relating to the wedding car industry is presented in Consultation Paper No. 203

to support any perceived danger or lack of safety to clients. Anecdotal evidence indicates

that very rarely are wedding cars involved in safety issues due the limited distance travelled

and limited vehicle speeds obtained during wedding perambulations.  Furthermore, if the

safety of historic vehicles is the driving force behind the proposal, then this is questionable;

witness the legislation change programmed for November 2012 that will exempt pre-1960s

cars from the requirement for an annual MoT.  Clearly, it is believed by the legislature that

pre-1960s car owners will maintain their vehicles and keep them safe such that an annual

MoT examination serves no purpose.  Why then a belief by the Law Commission that

historic wedding car operators should be any different?  As a matter of interest, anecdotal

evidence from within the historic vehicle cadre indicates that private and business owners

will continue to MoT their pre-1960 vehicles on an annual basis despite the change in

legislation, which is seen generally as an aberration on the part of the legislature and a

change for the worse, certainly not for the better.

8. Consequently, the NAWCP considers there to be no case to answer regarding the

need to enhance safety within the wedding car industry.  If the Law Commission has

evidence that suggests the current operation is such that wedding car businesses are

putting their clients at risk then the NAWCP would be more than happy to consider the

evidence and suggest an industry wide resolution to the problem that does not involve

excessive regulation. The NAWCP believes that legislation should reflect society’s wishes

and requirements, while ensuring safety and fairness for the individual, but it should not

stifle choice or the wish for style and substance without good course and a well established

and proven need.  

THE TECHNICAL ANOMALY
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9. Wedding cars in the 21  century, by definition tend to be vintage or classic carsst

(historic) or specialist cars that would not ordinarily be seen on today’s roads.  Although

they may be in perfect serviceable condition for their age, by virtue of their aged conceptual

design, these cars are likely not to meet PHV licensing technical requirements developed

and in place for modern cars: in particular, with regard to the need for seat belts, ease of

access, size of seating area, exhaust emissions and, most significantly, age.   Consequently,

it is highly unlikely that historic wedding cars will ever be able to achieve the technical

specification to be eligible for a PHV licence.  Whilst it may be possible for some cars to be

adapted or modified accordingly, the very age of the vehicles will place them outwith the

criteria for a PHV licence, which in most boroughs is a maximum of 5 years old.   Most

specialist wedding cars are, by definition, at least 25 years old and more normally between

40 and 80 years old.  Anecdotal evidence from members indicates that some local

authorities have already indicated a refusal for PHV licences for such cars.

10. If the proposal to include wedding cars within the PHV cadre goes ahead, the

consequent imposition of PHV technical licensing requirements on specialist wedding cars

would be considered by the NAWCP  as over-regulation that will stifle if not eliminate the

historic wedding car industry at a stroke.  

THE BUSINESS IMPACT

11. The business model for PHVs is based on the vehicle and drivers operating on a 5

or 7 day basis to ensure appropriate revenue flow to cover all operating costs including

licensing the operation, cars and drivers.  PHVs are in the main for the transportation of

individuals from A to B; type, colour and quality of the car are not a factor that is generally

considered in the hiring process by the client.   Conversely, wedding cars, by definition, are

most unlikely to be on the road every day throughout the year and are not used primarily

as a means of transportation from A to B.  Historic wedding cars are not used for

transporting clients to Heathrow or Gatwick, or for collecting clients from the weekly

shopping trip but rather are hired as a special carriage for Brides and their Grooms as part

of the overall ceremony of marriage. Wedding car businesses tend to operate mostly at

weekends during the spring, summer and early autumn and then normally for only one

wedding booking per car per day. Bookings tend to be made many months and indeed,

years in advance and normally following a viewing of the car by the client.  Consequently,

clients are fully aware of what is being hired and have ample opportunity to consider well

before the event takes place all the facts regarding the car, its serviceability, the chauffeur
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and the quality of the service being offered; it is most unusual for wedding car hire to be

initiated on the day of the wedding, as it would be with the initiation of PHV hire. Given the

vast difference in operation between PHV and wedding only cars it is considered quite

unreasonable and indeed, inappropriate to impose the same licensing regime on both.  

12. Assuming that the technical anomalies mentioned previously could be resolved,

which is highly unlikely, the costs involved with licensing wedding cars within the PHV cadre

would be disproportionate when considered as a function of the rate of operation, miles

covered and hire fees taken. Figures are difficult to confirm at the moment but it is

confidently estimated that most historic wedding cars will not cover any more than 3000

miles at the very most per year and will cover only one wedding per car per day for only one

or two days of the week.  It is estimated, depending on the borough of application, that the

total annual cost for an owner to hold an operator’s licence, driver’s licence and just one

licensed vehicle would be approximately £600.00.  Each additional car would cost

approximately another £250.00 and if the owner were to pay for the licensing of additional

chauffeurs the cost would be approximately £330.00 per chauffeur.  In addition would be

the cost of the medical examination for each chauffeur; the fee being approximately £90.00

per person depending on the medical centre used.  Additional chauffeurs and spare cars

are essential for the efficient operation of a wedding car only business, whether they are

utilised or otherwise, to cover for unforeseen circumstances and vehicle service issues. 

Whilst within the PHV business cadre it is possible to substitute vehicles and drivers at short

notice, it is clearly not so easy with wedding cars unless each business has spare capacity. 

Consequently, running costs per wedding car are already much higher for wedding car

businesses and would be even higher if included with the PHV cadre for licensing purposes. 

As an example, my own business figures indicate that the additional cost of licensing for

7 cars and 12 chauffeurs would be close to £6500 annually. This assumes that the

insurance companies don’t put up their premiums from around £250 per car for wedding

use to around  £1100+ per car for full hire and reward insurance. If they do that it will add

another £8000 per annum.  Passing on this sort of cost to the customer is unrealistic

especially as it would push me over the limit for VAT as well so I would have to pass that on

making the cost of a wedding car in the region of £750 instead of £375 – clients are

currently ‘dealing’ quite heavily and will not absorb this huge extra cost. The NAWCP has

ascertained from its members that if wedding cars were included within the PHV cadre for

licensing purposes most would cease trading immediately due to the high cost of

overcoming the technical anomalies  (if possible at all) and the significant increase in the
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financial burden for licensing.  The revised business model necessary for wedding car

operations would just not be viable for the existing business and would not be a viable

option for those seeking to start their own business.

13. On current information available to the NAWCP it is estimated that there are

approximately 1500 wedding only car businesses within the UK, each operating between

4 and 5 historic or special interest cars (average of 4.3 per business).  Those 1500

businesses not only provide a service to the public but also generate business within the

specialist maintenance, engineering and historic vehicle restoration cadre.  Furthermore,

they also generate business within the general administration, historic vehicle retail,

advertising and marketing cadres and generate income for the Government and the oil

companies through fuel payments.  If the current wedding car businesses were to cease

trading, it is unlikely that the sudden shortfall in wedding car availability would be taken up

by the PHV cadre as anecdotal evidence suggests that clients are most likely to turn to

family and friends to help with their weddings because family and friends’ cars will be the

same as those modern cars available within the PHV cadre, so why hire when similar

modern cars are available at no cost?  Consequently, it is argued that the revenue

generated for other businesses and the Government by the current cadre of wedding only

car business would be lost completely, without replacement.

14. And if those 1500 businesses do cease trading there will be an influx to the historic

vehicle market of around 5000 vehicles, which will depress values for some historic vehicles

and render valueless those historic vehicles that have practical value only as wedding cars. 

Reports from the historic car market indicate that most of the current wedding car fleet

would probably experience a loss of at least 25% on vehicle values with some vehicles being

impossible to sell.  Overall, values of historic cars would drop as a function of the market

being flooded with cars. In sum, business assets for the former wedding car business will

have been reduced significantly at a stroke and the historic car market will be destabilized

until the swell of the 5000 cars has subsided.

15. Therefore, it is concluded that if the proposal is accepted and the technical

anomalies can be overcome then the financial burden on wedding car businesses would

be increased significantly.  If the proposal is accepted and the technical anomalies cannot

be overcome, then economic efficiency will not be increased, indeed, there will be an
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avalanche of wedding businesses ceasing to trade and many supporting industries losing

work.

THE SOCIAL IMPACT

16. Vintage, classic and special interest wedding car operators are enthusiasts who wish

others to enjoy their cars on the very special occasion of a wedding.  The institution of

marriage is something that all UK Governments have fostered and encouraged over the

years and Governments have also encouraged the retention and use of historic vehicle;

witness the zero road tax rating of vehicles manufactured prior to 1 January 1973.  Witness

the designation of these cars as ‘historic’ by the Government and as cars worthy of

maintaining for the benefit of our society as a whole.  Consequently, if wedding cars are

included within the PHV cadre, couples wishing to join the institution of marriage and civil

partnerships would be denied the opportunity to enhance their special day with the

appearance of the historic vehicle of their dreams, namely a vintage, classic or specialist

vehicle, by an ill-conceived regulation that is counter to the Government’s wish to

encourage the institution of marriage and other regulations that encourage the ownership

and use of historic vehicles.

17.  Moreover, the effects of the proposal being accepted due to the factors mentioned

previously are even more widespread than previously imagined.   Historic vehicle museums,

or indeed, any museums or organisations that are registered as UK charitable companies

that in turn hire out their historic vehicles on an occasional basis as wedding cars or make

use of privately owned historic vehicles as wedding cars for charitable purposes would lose

the income from the hire that for many provides the financial support necessary to keep the

museum open or organisation running for the benefit of the general public or the

beneficiaries of the charity.   Although there are no definitive numbers as yet, there is at

least one museum run as a UK registered charity, for the benefit of the local community

and the general public as a whole, that would probably have to close down as a direct

impact of this legislation.  Anecdotal evidence indicates that there are many more

museums and organisations that rely on an income from hire or just charitable donations

from private owners to provide essential financial support for their activities. 

CONCLUSION

18. It is quite clear to the NAWCP that the acceptance of the proposal to include

wedding cars in the PHV cadre would drive most historic wedding car operators out of

8



business as it is very unlikely that the cars would meet the technical criteria for PHV

licensing and if they did, businesses just could not cope with the increase in overheads.  

If the proposal is accepted the majority of current wedding car businesses, profit making

or charitable organisations, will cease trading and the greater business and charitable

community will inevitably suffer as a consequence.  The burden on supporting businesses

and charities would be increased and overall economic efficiency decreased. Following the

acceptance of the proposal the only ‘wedding cars’ available would be modern PHV type

cars that comply with the technical requirements for a PHV licence; the very same modern

style of car seen every day on the current PHV circuit or in private ownership, not the type

of car that most brides dream of for their wedding day, namely, historic or special interest

cars.  The social consequence of the proposal’s acceptance would be the denial to Brides

and Grooms of the opportunity to complement their wedding day with a special, iconic

vehicle not normally seen on the streets on a daily basis. 

It is inconceivable to the NAWCP that legislation will be put in place that will serve only to

eliminate the well-loved tradition of utilising historic and specialist vehicles as part of the

overall wedding ceremony.  Marriage is an institution supported and encouraged by our

society and by successive UK Governments and it would be self-defeating for this current

Government to embrace legislation that would destroy one of our most endearing traditions

overnight.  The NAWCP can identify no overwhelming or compelling justification for

including wedding cars within the PHV cadre and consequently urges the Law Commission,

the Department of Transport and the Government to retain the current exemption for

wedding cars in the revised legislation for PHV. 

Authentication:  David Jones, President of the NAWCP

Date: 7   September 2012th
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From: David Jones 
Sent: 11 September 2012 00:04
To: TPH
My objection to the clause to remove the exemption for wedding and funeral cars are below.
 

1.       When the original Miscellaneous Provisions Bill was being drafted back in the early eighties the government of the
day accepted that Wedding and Funeral cars were not part of the transport industry and they were part of totally
separate industries. Wedding cars were part of the wedding services industries and funeral cars were part of the
funeral industry and consequently were exempted from the legislation. So how can they possibly be placed in the
transport industry where Private hire cars and Taxis belong.

2.       If the Bill as proposed were to succeed which I doubt the Minister or Parliament would allow clause to remain
especially considering the catastrophic effect on not on the wedding car industry but on the whole classic and vintage
restoration industry which is currently worth over £4billion per annum. With nearly 1500 wedding cars closing and
6000 cars having to be sold would decimate the restoration industry and reduce vehicle value by as much as 25% and
many having no value at all. This reduction in values would be felt by any owner trying sell their car and not just the
wedding car owners.

3.       The loss to exchequer would be huge in terms of VAT and fuel duties.
 
I could go on but fortunately the NAWCP have submitted a magnificent document that adds to my own points
 
I look forward to the removal of the proposal and the continuation of a wonderful and unique British tradition
 
Yours faithfully
 
David G. Jones
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