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residents are more likely to prevent graffiti being applied if they do not have an expectation that
Roads Service will clean it up, at the end of the marching season.

An example of action taken in exceptional circumstances was in Clough in 1997 when we contributed

to a Clean Up operation organised by a local committee formed after a murder in the village.
Unfortunately this graffiti has returned.

CHANGES TO CURRENT POLICY

The current policy is relatively easy to understand and defend and has low resource implications. Any
relaxation is likely to require resources particularly in staff time.

If changes are to take place then a proper review of the current policy should take place.

EUROPEAN COMPONENTS COMPANY LIMITED

Mr G Young's letter to Mr King (DED) was a fair representation of current policy.

I understand that European Components Company Limited are primarily concerned with 2 short
lengths of painted kerb amounting to about 30 m at the entrance to their premises.

The circumstances here do not seem to indicate that they are exceptional ie 4b and if we were to
remove the paint it would set a precedent for other cases. It is considered more appropnate to use
policy point 6 in this case ie European Components Company Limited remove the paint.
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DATE FOR ANSWER: 19 JUNE 2001
QUESTION NO: 9
ORAL NUMBER: AQO 1626/00

Mrs Eileen Bell, MLA (North Down): To ask the Minister for Regional Development to
detail what steps have been taken to co-ordinate policy between his department, the
RUC and NIHE to prevent the flying of paramilitary flags, the defacing of tombstones

and the painting of offensive murals; and to make a statement.

MR GREGORY CAMPBELL

As the Member will be aware, problems associated with the flying of flags and emblems and
the painting of graffiti and murals are widespread across Northern Ireland. I trust you will
appreciate that, whilst property belonging to my Department is often used for such purposes,
many other properties are also affected. For example, properties belonging to the

Northern Ireland Housing Executive, district councils, the NIE and many private individuals.

It is not a matter for my Department to co-ordinate policy between public bodies to prevent

these activities and the unauthorised use or defacement of properties for such activities is a

matter for individual property owners. Ultimately, this is a matter that will require a general

consensus across the political spectrum.
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and responsibilities in relation to street lighting are sufficient to enable flags and

emblems to be removed.

It is our understanding that the RUC have powers to remove flags and emblems

only in circumstances where a breach of the peace is considered imminent.

Roads Service practice

As regards flags that are flown illegally on Roads Service property, whilst we
would wish to respond positively to this problem, there are many contentious and
sensitive issues to be considered. In particular, the safety of personnel tasked with

the removal of the offending material must be taken into account.

It is the Roads Service practice to remove flags that might compromise road safety

(Where possible, we also endeavour to remove graffiti that are of an offensive

nature to local communities).

As regards the flying of flags on street lighting columns, our policy is that, unless
the integrity of lighting schemes is affected, we generally do not remove such

items until the natural elements have taken their toll.

The former Minister, Mr Peter Robinson, issued the attached press release (see

Appendix B) on 19 June 2000 explaining the Roads Service practice.

Previous experience

e The Roads Service experience has been that, without the near unanimous support
of local residents, work carried out to remove flags and graffiti is often nugatory

and can lead to:




however shown that, without the near unanimous support of local residents, work

carried out to remove such materials is often nugatory and can lead to:

¢ aproliferation of such material of a more offensive and permanent nature;

and

¢ put at risk the safety of staff tasked with the removal work.

On receipt of complaints about flag flying, Roads Service will try to gauge

community reaction. To determine the likely success of any efforts that might be
taken to remove the flags. This is generally through consultation with the RUC

and/or local councillors or other public representatives.

Why doesn’t Roads Service take steps to prevent the flying of flags and the

painting of graffiti?

Roads Service does not have the resources to police its property to prevent such
activities. Such a task would be extremely labour-intensive and would be at the

expense of other higher priority work, much of it related to road safety.

General line to take.

The Minister may wish to advise that:

“As the roads budget is not sufficient to enable Roads Service to carry out all of
its essential maintenance obligations, it is difficult to justify using scarce
resources to try to prevent or to remove materials that are not a danger to road

users.”
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6. Potential for media interest

®  Aswe approach the “marching season”, there is the potential for medial interest in

this question.

Answer prepared by: Mr Colin James
Chief Executive
Roads Service
Clarence Court
10-18 Adelaide Street
BELFAST
BT2 8GB

Contact Number: 028 9054 0470 (Work).
028 9185 3728 (Out of hours)




	DRD_1_6_15A~019
	DRD_1_6_15A~020
	DRD_1_6_15A~021
	DRD_1_6_15A~022
	DRD_1_6_15A~023
	DRD_1_6_15A~024
	DRD_1_6_15A~025
	DRD_1_6_15A~026
	DRD_1_6_15A~027
	DRD_1_6_15A~028



