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Rainbow and Colourful Crossings

1.  Introduction

This report is intended to provide members with some context and improved awareness 
of the issues and considerations in introducing rainbow crossings.

2. Background

Colourful or rainbow crossings aim to help transform the street scene environment and 
public realm as well as to encourage sustainable transport.  A number of trials have been 
carried out in London under Transport for London since 2015.  They have provided the 
opportunity to collaborate with artists and to celebrate culture.  Many have also been 
introduced using more standard designs, such as the LGBT+ rainbow flag colours.

There are a number of examples of colourful crossings found across London and around 
the country.  Some have been installed as permanent arrangements, others as 
temporary in conjunction with an event such as Pride.

Whilst they provide an opportunity to enhance and celebrate the public realm there are 
also some practical and road safety considerations to take into account when 
considering them.

3. UK Examples

The majority of examples of rainbow crossings are 
located at pelican (push button controlled) crossings 
using stripes the full width of the road.  The only 
example of one sited on a zebra crossing had to be 
removed.  A recent report for Brent Council in 
London cited a few examples which are shown here.
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4. DfT Advice/Response

All road markings and signs on the highway have to comply with the Traffic Signs 
Regulations and General Directions.  This document is primary legislation and prescribes 
the design of all road markings that can legally be used on the public Highway.  This also 
includes the layout of controlled crossings such as zebra, pelican, puffin crossings etc.

Advice has been sought from the DfT about the use of coloured or rainbow crossings on 
the highway and their response is contained in Appendix A.  In summary, they advise 
that anything striped or resembling a zebra crossing should be avoided as it is likely to 
cause confusion about the level of priority which pedestrians have.  They also make the 
point about maintenance of coloured surfaces.  In respect of authorisation they place the 
onus on Local Authorities to comply with the regulations, not change the purpose or 
meaning of the legal markings, and to carry out risk assessments in relation to the 
impact on different user groups.

5. Considerations

Cost – the installation of a temporary or permanent coloured or rainbow crossing is 
estimated between £5-10k per site, dependent on location, size/width of crossing and 
design.  The more complex the arrangements, the higher the cost.  This cost does not 
take into consideration any staff time or site investigation costs, nor any public 
engagement or consultation aspects.  Removal of a permanent coloured or rainbow 
crossing could be in the region of £3-5k depending on size/location and would likely have 
to be via a hydroblasting method which can be detrimental to the road surface when 
used over large areas.

Road safety – the skidding resistance of some coloured surfacing can be problematic, 
especially if used over a large area – it would have to be ensured that coloured sections 
are as good or even better than existing to ensure good stopping properties.  In addition, 
any coloured surfacing must provide an appropriate contrast to the pink tactile paving for 
those with visual impairments.

Legal implications – it would be necessary to avoid any confusion with authorised road 
markings, including those on crossing facilities.  Anything which changes the meaning or 
interpretation of authorised road markings would leave the County Council liable in the 
event of a road traffic collision.

Budget – there is no dedicated budget for this type of new installation and hence new 
revenue funds would need to be identified.  Revenue budgets for road marking 
maintenance and refreshment are already stretched – this adds to the maintenance 
required on the network and should not be prioritised ahead of markings which are in 
place for road safety purposes.

Maintenance – maintaining coloured surfacing, especially in a complex design, can 
become problematic.  Typical life of a heavily trafficked crossing could be 2-3 years and 
refreshment costs would be similar per site to installation costs.  Utility companies 



carrying out works would be obliged to reinstate their trench area but matching old/new 
colours would be difficult.

Locations – sites would need careful consideration and would need to ensure that they 
are appropriate to the surrounding environment.  In addition, the preference would be to 
locate them remotely from controlled crossings to avoid confusion, but where there are 
significantly high pedestrian flows.  For example in pedestrian or shared surface areas 
where there are already lower vehicle speeds, and where road users are more used to 
sharing space.

Permanent/temporary – costs are similar for permanent or temporary markings but there 
could be some advantage in piloting temporary markings, perhaps in support of an 
event, with appropriate risk assessments in place, to gauge reactions and local support.

Public perception – it would be prudent to consider public engagement and 
communications – they could be positive as part of promoting a shift towards sustainable 
modes of transport like walking and supporting a healthy streets agenda but may not be 
appropriate in all areas.

Environmental sustainability – measures which enhance the design of the public realm 
and encourage modal shift towards walking and sustainable travel are to be encouraged. 
However it also needs to be recognised that the introduction of road marking materials 
where there is no requirement for them could be considered wasteful of resources and 
not aligned with the Council’s climate change strategy.

6. Conclusions

Whilst there are some positive benefits of encouraging a vibrant and inviting public realm 
through the use of coloured crossings, there are a number of factors to bear in mind 
when considering introducing road markings which do not have a legal authorisation 
which are outlined in this report.  Additional new budget would need to be identified and 
due consideration should be given to the longer term impacts of maintenance and visual 
impact.  They are certainly not suitable for all crossing locations and any proposed sites 
would need to be fully assessed in order to limit the risk to road users and the County 
Council.



Appendix 1

From: TRAFFIC SIGNS <TRAFFIC.SIGNS@dft.gov.uk>
Sent: 27 Aug 2020 10:02
To: "JOHNS, Anne" <Anne.Johns@gloucestershire.gov.uk>; TRAFFIC SIGNS 
<TRAFFIC.SIGNS@dft.gov.uk>
Cc: Authorisation Requests <Authorisation.Requests@dft.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: Rainbow crossings

Thank you for your email about rainbow crossings.

 
The Department for Transport is aware that this has been used in a few places and our view is that 
you would need to seek your own legal advice as to whether your proposals comply with the 
relevant legislation. 
 
All pedestrian crossings are regulated by the Traffic Signs Regulations and General Directions 2016 
(TSRGD). This includes zebras, puffins, and the type of pedestrian facilities at junctions referred to 
here.
 
TSRGD prescribes the signs, signals and markings that must be used to create the different types of 
crossing. The Traffic Signs Manual gives guidance on the use of road markings in Chapter 5, but the 
requirements of TSRGD take precedence over any good practice guidance. 
 
In the Department’s view, coloured surfacing is not considered a traffic sign or road marking and 
therefore doesn’t come within the scope of the TSRGD. It has no legal meaning and therefore could 
be placed within the crossing studs at a signal-controlled crossing, or pedestrian facility at a junction. 
 
The use of surfacing in this way needs careful thought. Striped designs must be avoided – there is a 
trend to use surfacing materials (e.g. different types of stone paviour) in patterns to mark informal 
crossings, including some that are striped. Our view is that any crossing that is not a zebra must not 
resemble one. That would extend to using a striped pattern at a signalled crossing. Zebra crossings 
have a defined priority in law, and anything that looks like one could lead pedestrians to assume 
priority when it doesn’t exist. The artwork must not alter the appearance of the prescribed crossing 
signals, signs and markings in any way, as this may mean they were no longer compliant with TSRGD.
 
I would like to draw a couple of practical points to your attention – if there is a notice or poster 
explaining what the artwork is, then it should be sited so that people don’t block the footway when 
they stop to read it, or have to put themselves in a dangerous position. And if this is to be a 
permanent installation, then there is a need to think about maintenance in the longer term as 
surfacing can have quite a short life. 
 
Any authority using these should consider the possible impact on road users, perhaps through a risk 
assessment process.
 
I hope this reply is helpful.
 
With regards
DfT
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