
 

 

 

 

Safety Fences and Barriers – Policy 
 

 

Routine Safety Inspections 
 

• All safety fences and barriers are checked visually for obvious accident damage during routine safety 
inspections.  Inspections should be undertaken on foot where necessary. Long lengths of fence or 
barrier and sections on high speed roads may be assessed by means of a driven inspection provided 
the sections to be inspected are clearly visible. 

 

• Damaged sections are treated as Category 1 defects unless damage is clearly superficial. 
 
 
 Assessment of Risk  

 

• Works programme and details of Service Inspection regime to be defined following a specific 
Review* of the current Safety Fencing stock. The Review shall comprise the collection of condition 
and other relevant data as follows: 

 
(i) Inventory – location, length, height,  type of safety fence or barrier, etc 

 
(ii) Integrity – based on walked visual inspections, where practicable 

 
(iii) Site classification – each site to be classified in terms of risk (hazards, speed of traffic, 

frequency and severity of accidents, type and condition of fence or barrier, etc). 
 

Defects identified during Review to be treated as Category 1 or Category 2, as appropriate. 
 

• Risk assessments for each site to be recorded on a standard form – format to be agreed by Area 
Engineers and H & S Officer. 
 

Risk assessments to be used in the formulation and prioritisation of programmes of testing, 
replacement or repair.  Priorities to be assigned as follows, with Priority 1 measures being the most 
urgent and Priority 5 the least urgent: 
 

Priority 1 – urgently make safe/repair – treat as Category 1 defect 
Priority 2 – site work to be completed within 6 months of assessment 
Priority 3 – site work to be completed within 18 months of assessment 
Priority 4 – site work to be completed within 3 years of assessment 

 Priority 5 – no remedial measures required / routine tensioning only 
 
  * Review to be completed by August 2005 and to include recommendations for any additional 

lengths of fence or barrier where need is identified (liaison with Traffic & Safety teams required).  The 
August 2005 completion date is set to allow co-ordination of traffic management arrangements with 
other maintenance activities eg grass cutting 

 



• Details of existing installations to be passed by Area office to HO Asset Management Team for 
checking against asset register. 

 

• Requirements for safety fencing and barriers on new schemes to be assessed by the relevant design 
office and confirmed with the Area office. 

 

• Details of new installations to be passed by the commissioning client officer and the area office to 
HO Asset Management Team for adding to asset register. 

 

• Installation of new safety fence and barriers to comply with latest guidance. 
 
 

Service Inspections 
 

• Tensioning bolts of steel tensioned safety fence checked and reset to correct torque every 2 years in 
conjunction with service inspection. 

 

• Steel and wire rope safety fence inspected at intervals of 5 years in respect of mounting height and 
integrity. Pedestrian guard rails to be subject to visual inspections as part of safety inspections, and 
integrity checks every 5 years. 

 

• A higher frequency of service inspection, cleaning or treatment may be necessary in some locations 
(eg, in areas with known higher incidence of vandalism). 

 

• Logically, the programmes of Service Inspections & Tensioning should initially be constructed around 
the repair / upgrading works programmes and follow, as far as practicable, the hierarchy of Priorities 
(1-5).  However, in practice it will be more efficient to schedule service inspection routines by route. 
The detailed scheduling of Service Inspections will balance these considerations. 

 

• New installations to be added in to Service regime at time of installation. 
  

• Routine grass cutting to include clearance of vegetation around barriers.  Cutting of grass to maintain 
sight lines must be carried out as necessary along verges, central reservations, traffic islands, etc. 

 
 

Recovery of Costs 
 

• Where practicable, efforts must be made to recover all costs incurred in repairing sections of 
accident damaged fencing or barrier. This will include the costs of traffic management, making safe, 
administration and repair. Information will be required from the term maintenance contractor, police 
and insurance companies and should be followed up within 5 working days of receiving notice of the 
damage. 

 

• All costs recovered from insurance companies in respect of third party accident damage will be 
credited back to the Area office cost centre. 
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Access Protection Markings Policy 
 

1 Generally, for private vehicular accesses, only the standard ‘H’ bar marking will be allowed (to 
TSRGD Fig.1026.1) 

 
2 The markings will be installed only on the applicants side of the carriageway, within 500mm to 

1000mm of the carriageway edge, and will extend to no more than the actual width of the dropped 
kerbs, or 3.5 metres whichever is the greater. 

 
3 These markings will normally be allowed unless there are overriding technical or community 

reasons for refusal. Such refusal might, typically be when Access Protection Markings (APMs) are 
requested in hammer head or parking areas where their provision would unreasonably prejudice 
other users. It will for the Area office to determine applications in the first instance. 

 
4 Consultation with local town or parish councils is not normally required. 
 
5 Where special measures are sought for more extensive protection such as TSRGD Fig.1026 “Keep 

Clear” these will normally only be used for commercial applications. For non-commercial 
applications use of Fig. 1026 will not normally be permitted. 

 
6 A charge of £50 (or such amount as may be approved by the Executive) will apply to all 

applications. 
 
7 Where Special Parking Areas (SPA) are created and Residents or Community Parking Zones are 

installed, all pre-existing Access Protection Markings will be removed without reimbursement of the 
paid fee. 

 
The policy will not be retrospective, but as and when roads are resurfaced, the requirements of this policy 
will be implemented in place of pre-existing arrangements. 
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Ragwort Policy 
 

In 2000, the County Operations Sub committee approved a recommendation to launch a campaign to 
highlight the dangers of Ragwort and to encourage control by environmentally sensitive methods.   
 
Ragwort is a noxious weed, as defined under the Weeds Act 1959.  It is endemic throughout Britain and 
thrives particularly well on poor quality soil and waste land.  It is an offence to have Ragwort on land under 
your control and to fail to take adequate steps to control it.  Ragwort is a poisonous plant causing long term 
irreversible liver damage to most animals including humans, but particularly to foraging animals such as 
horses, donkeys and cattle.  Most animals will not eat it when growing because it is unpalatable, but, when 
cut, and inadvertently baled up in hay, it can be, and often is, lethal.  The equestrian business in 
Oxfordshire is an important part of the rural economy and is likely to become more so with the decline in 
primary agriculture and farm diversification.  
 
Supported by a multi-agency approach and in particular by the local branch of the British Horse Society, a 
strategy has been developed to raise awareness, set up reporting centres and parish “ragwort watchers” 
and to notify landowners where infestation of Ragwort is identified.  The policy has been advised by the 
County Ecologist to ensure that sustainable methods of control are used wherever possible. 
 
The County has circulated all parishes explaining the hazards which Ragwort poses and asking for a 
“Parish Ragwort Watcher” to be identified who will keep an eye open for infestation on public or private land 
through the summer months, and to identify such sites to the Area offices.   
 
The County will then follow up all reports with a standard letter to identified landowners, seeking their 
cooperation in controlling the spread of the weed and giving advice as to how this is best achieved.  
Although reference is made to the legislation, and to the “Code of Practice for the Control of the Spread of 
Ragwort”, the emphasis is on cooperation rather than coercion.  The Code requires action where 
infestation is in high risk areas such as adjoining grazing land or where forage crops are growing.  Ragwort 
growing in low risk areas should be left as it provides a useful habitat for various insects and butterflies.  
Where the identified land is on public highways, the County maintenance teams will do what they can 
within targeted financial resources.  In addition, the British Horse Society operates a volunteer Ragwort 
team for public areas such as highway verges and the County will call upon these services as appropriate.  
The volunteer service will pull ragwort and bag up into bin liners supplied by OCC.  The County will then 
collect the sacks from roadside verges and dispose of them by incineration or other approved means.  This 
cooperative venture has been trialed very successfully over the past three years and is expected to 
continue.  Some limited use of chemicals is authorised on exceptional sites where there is no likely danger 
to the bio-diversity of the highway verge.  Typically, new road schemes without an established grass sward 
might be so treated. 
 
The policy has been successful in reducing the nuisance of this injurious weed and culminated in 
Oxfordshire County Council receiving a National Welfare Award by the British Horse Society in 2001. 
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Road Markings and Road Studs – Policy 
 

 

1. Routine Safety Inspections: 
Road markings are recorded where obviously faded or defective (as a guide, for Category 0,1 and 2 
roads when approximately 30% or more of their area becomes worn away.  Standards on other roads 
will be based on a judgement of the relative risks.)   It is not necessary to comment on the lack of 
provision of lines. 
 
Loose or missing road studs are to be recorded insofar as they are identifiable from moving vehicles. 
 

2. Specific Inspections: 

Visual inspection* of all road markings and road studs on principal and non-principal roads to be 
undertaken annually, irrespective of age, with follow up inspections at identified sites as necessary to 
qualify condition and actions.   
 
Aim of annual survey is to identify obvious defects, and sites for further investigation.  Follow up 
surveys should provide a more detailed assessment of road marking condition.  
 
Inspections will also be required at specific sites as part of accident investigation procedures.   Advice 
on these occasions must be taken from the HO Traffic and Safety team (T & S).   Details of any follow 
up actions must be agreed with Area Engineers and T & S team, and recorded.  
 
Annual surveys to be carried out at night, and in the opposite direction of travel to the previous year’s 
survey.  
 
Generally, inspections to be undertaken by trained members of the winter maintenance standby crew, 
on nights when there is no winter service action. 
 

Inspections may be combined with inspections of traffic sign reflectivity, and/or collection of inventory. 
 
Site location referencing to be carried out using GPS with sub-metre accuracy, where possible.  
References to local identifiers also required.  Weather conditions to be recorded. 
 
Skid resistance measurements of road markings shall also be carried out at Critical sites (25% of 
identified sites to be surveyed annually, on a continuous 4 year cycle). 
 
Contractor to identify Critical sites on the network (junctions, exit arrows, etc), and to record these on a 
plan and register.  List of Critical sites also to include accident/incident black spots where the road 
user is dependent on the markings for warning and guidance.  Advice to be obtained from HO Traffic & 
Safety team and Area office in compiling the list.  Contractor is responsible for keeping these records 
up to date to accommodate changes in layout, or network characteristics.   
 

3. Protocol for Inspection and Testing  

Contractor to organise the planning and implementation of inspection programmes.  A list of sites for 
follow up inspections must be provided to Area offices before commencement of more detailed testing. 
Contractor and Area Engineer to agree programme of detailed follow up inspections.  These will 
normally be prioritised as follows: 
 



i. Inspection of critical sites 
ii. Inspection of remaining identified sites with high to medium hazard ratings (as described in 

Table A of this policy). 
iii. Inspection of remaining identified sites with medium or medium to low hazard ratings. 

 
Road Markings 
Visual inspection will be sufficient where road markings are clearly defective or clearly non-defective in 
terms of retro-reflectivity, wear, luminance or skid resistance.  This applies to routine safety 
inspections, annual inspections, or follow-up inspections. 
 
Marginal sites with higher hazard ratings should be identified for more detailed inspection, using 
testing procedures as described in TD 26/04 where appropriate. 
 
Marginal sites with medium hazard ratings should be closely monitored if a decision is taken not to 
programme a detailed inspection in the current round.  The monitoring will take the form of a follow up 
visual inspection at intervals not exceeding 6 months.  The inspection can be incorporated into a 
routine safety inspection regime.  If the normal safety inspection regime for the site exceeds 6 months 
then a specific visit should be programmed.  The 6 monthly monitoring inspections may trigger a more 
detailed technical inspection.   
 
Marginal sites with low hazard ratings will be monitored at routine safety inspections and during annual 
surveys. 
 
The Contractor must ensure that actions are carried out and recorded, and will need to exchange 
information regularly with client highway inspectors. 

 
 
Road Studs 
Inspections of retro-reflecting road studs will identify damage, loss of functionality, integrity or fixing (as 
described in Annex B: TD 26/04). 
 
Where practicable, detailed follow up inspections should be programmed with regard to the potential 
hazard at a site (eg  nature of defect, speed of traffic, traffic management, etc).  
 
The Contractor must ensure that actions are carried out and recorded, and will need to exchange 
information regularly with client highway inspectors. 



4. Assessment and Prioritisation 
 

 

 

 
Table A 

Road Markings Retro-reflecting road studs 

A
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*Visual Assessment Scoring System as 
Annex C: TD 26/04. 
 
 Generally, sites scoring 3 or less will require 
action.  The action will be determined by the 
score (ie degree of defectiveness) and the 
level of potential hazard (which will depend 
on site circumstances – type of road 
marking, together with its extent, location, 
and traffic conditions, etc). 
 
 
Testing methodologies as specified in TD 
26/04. 
 

Inspections of retro-reflecting road studs 
will identify damage, loss of functionality, 
integrity or fixing (as described in Annex B: 
TD 26/04). 
 
 

 
Category 1 

Defects requiring prompt attention because 
they represent an immediate or imminent 
hazard, there is a breach of statutory duty 
(eg a badly worn STOP or GIVE WAY line, 
double white lines) or a slippery road 
marking. 
 

 
Category 1 

Defects requiring prompt attention 
because they represent an immediate or 
imminent hazard, or there is a breach of 
statutory duty 
 
 
 

Category 1 defects shall be corrected or made safe at the time of inspection if reasonably 
practicable. Otherwise as standard Category 1 defect response times. 
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Category 2 

Defects repaired as part of a planned works programme.  Where practicable, the aim 
should be to complete these repairs before the start of the winter season (November) 

 
 

The priority given in the works programme to Category 2 sites will reflect site traffic 
speeds and other practical considerations.  Traffic management costs may be reduced by 
arranging detailed inspections and repairs to coincide, with other maintenance 
operations.  
 

 



5. Records 

All defective sites to be photographed before and after repair, and images date stamped. 
 
Contractor to maintain a record of treatments and extent of repairs for each site.  Sites requiring no 
action, or no further action, should also be recorded.  Contractor must also cross-reference any work 
identified from routine safety or monitoring inspections.    
 
Copies of records and updates to be provided annually to Area office and HO Asset Management 
team.  
 
. 

 


