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1. Introduction to meeting

1.1 FD welcomed all attendees to the meeting and introduced Carol Ann Munn (who would take over as Transport Statistician at the start of February) and Julie Goodlet-Rowley (who had taken over as Secretary).

1.2 Members of the Committee were content with the minutes of the previous meeting.  FD asked if there were any matters arising from the minutes, or if members wished to raise anything on the list of Action Points.

1.2.1 DC noted that there was a problem with the attachment sent with the Action Points.  FD said that it had also been distributed with a previous version of the Action Points. (Secretary's Note: the attachment is readable in the version held by SG, and will be sent again to anyone who requests it.)
1.3 No other points were raised on the Action Points.

2. Paper 1 – Statistics for Regional Transport Partnership Areas
2.1 FD introduced the paper. Annex A set out the comments and suggestions from consultees, and responses from SG.  Consultees had made two types of comment / suggestion: (a) ones that SG could deal with directly and (b) ones for which it would be more appropriate for whoever wanted the information (rather than SG) to approach the relevant bodies. 

2.2 FD said that the Scottish Household Survey (SHS) can produce a range of tables split by Regional Transport Partnership (RTP) areas. However, if annual results were required, broken down by sub-sections of the population, then the resulting sample sizes may be too small for reliable results.  He added that SG could ask the Department for Transport (DfT) if it could produce certain other figures for RTPs. 

2.3 FD asked the Committee for their views on issues raised in the paper, emphasising that SG resources are limited, so SG Transport Statistics would have to prioritise what could be done. 

2.3.1 DC commented that all the examples in Annex B were good ones.  It would be good to have more SHS and GB/UK national survey results by RTP but there was less interest in the Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics (SNS) data because of their ‘localised’ nature.  At the moment, some national surveys are not producing results at RTP level and this should be the highest priority. 

2.3.2 DC also expressed an interest in the breakdown by urban/rural classification for RTP areas, to help with target setting. NS and RH agreed, NS adding that he was generally happy with SG's proposals. 

2.3.3 RH asked if the deadline (for informing SG of specific SNS statistics that members would like for RTP areas) could be extended.  FD agreed to extend it to 29th February 2008. 
ACTION: Committee members to send requests for specific SNS statistics to be made available for RTP areas to JAGR by 29th February.

2.3.4 DC noted that the ‘mode of travel to work’ statistics excluded people who worked at/from home, and asked if it would be possible to add them as a new ‘mode’ in ‘travel to work’ tables, to show the level of (and trends in) working at/from home. DC indicated that this was important in more rural areas.  FD explained that some of the current tables would have to continue, because people expected figures on the traditional basis, but SG could also produce time-series which included people who worked at/from home.  DC advocated the inclusion of an additional line for them, and MW felt that a ‘top line’ figure for working at/from home would be helpful.
ACTION: SG Transport Statistics to consider additions and/or changes to some of the ‘travel to work’ tables to take account of working at/from home.

2.3.5 DE doubted the feasibility of splitting ‘road freight miles saved’ data by RTP, suggesting that it would be helpful to check this with those who awarded the grants.

2.4 FD then described briefly the SNS system. 

2.4.1 DH thought that most of SNS would be of marginal benefit at RTP level, but ‘access to services’ should be looked at. DC stated that demographics and access to services were important, but most of the other SNS topics were not of interest to RTPs.  RH agreed: they could already get some figures, and he would not add many for RTP areas. 

2.5 MW gave a summary of the background to the possibility of adding RTPs to SNS and the fact that SNS could allow an automated report to be created with figures for RTPs.  He felt that some Regional Transport Strategies had lacked demographic and socio-economic context (e.g. did not discuss the distribution of concentrations of non-Transport problems that Transport had to address).  DH said that he would agree if that was the RTPs' purpose - but he would not invest a lot in such statistics for RTPs at this stage, until that was clear.  The RTSs had mainly been about delivering large infrastructure projects, but RTPs would need ‘socio-economic’ statistics if they were to make connections with economic policy.  JR commented that SNS figures for RTP areas would be primarily for use by RTPs, and if they showed little enthusiasm for such statistics (only three RTPs had responded to the consultation) SG should wait until their needs were clear. 
2.6 There was then a discussion on SG policy on demand for transport and the accessibility of services, and the definition of the ‘access to services’ indicators.  On the latter, FD expected that members of the Committee's ‘Accessibility’ sub-group would have the opportunity to comment if/when SG reviewed them for the next version of the Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation (as they had been consulted prior to the development of the indicators in the current SIMD). 

2.6.1 There was general consensus not to seek any major changes to SNS.  DC said that the only area in which RTPs had an interest was the percentages of their populations with access to particular types of services, as RTPs could get other information from the relevant local authorities (LAs).  NS agreed: they used data as DC said, and were more interested in linking origins and destinations, and in analysis with Transport models. 

2.7 DC asked if it would be possible to distinguish ‘Helensburgh/Lomond’ and ‘other Argyll & Bute’ origins/destinations in DfT datasets to get better figures for the relevant RTPs.  FD replied that DfT would have to provide this as SG does not hold the underlying data.

ACTION: SG Transport Statistics to decide how best to proceed, in the light of members' comments (and any specific requests made by 29th February), the priority of other work, and the availability of resources.
3. Paper 2 – Freight Statistics 
3.1 FD sought members' views on a ‘Focus on Freight’-style publication to make freight data more accessible to general readers. 

3.1.1 DE remarked it would be good to publish fuel costs.   FD said that the GB average price of fuel in June is published in ‘Scottish Transport Statistics’ (STS), but SG did not have a detailed breakdown of prices by location (except from occasional ad-hoc surveys - e.g. of petrol prices in rural areas).

3.1.2 DE noted that the topography of Scotland and the costs of getting goods to market are important, with rising fuel prices representing a large proportion of firms' costs.  It would be good to have a graph illustrating fuel prices. DC noted that this should also include government forecasts of what fuel costs might be. 

3.1.3 FD indicated that STS's purpose is to record what has happened.  He would not want to include projections in STS.  The publication shows that costs have varied enormously over past 10 years.

ACTION: SG Transport Statistics to consider including a graph of fuel costs in a future publication.

3.1.4 JR noted that the DfT ‘Focus’ publications are intended for a different purpose and market than other statistical publications, providing a selection of graphs and commentary on trends rather than comprehensive statistics, and expressed the opinion that SG should elaborate on its freight statistics to enable analysts to use them more effectively. JR added that ‘Focus’ publications tended to be aimed more at the media market, and lacked the detail needed by LAs, consultants, etc (e.g. in his work on ports, he used DfT's ‘Maritime Statistics’ but not ‘Focus on Ports’).  They could be produced for other topics (e.g. ‘Rail’ and ‘Air’).

3.2 Discussion then ensued about the information required and need for a ‘Focus-style’ publication on freight. 

3.2.1 GS explained that the Freight Action Plan Steering Group wanted to make the importance of the sector clearer to a wider audience.

3.2.2 IS said that any publication should have adequate cross-references to other sources, and requested information on changes of mode between freight's origins and destinations.  FD said that such data were not collected at present by DfT's surveys, which covered individual ‘stages’ of journeys rather than obtaining complete information about the carriage of the goods. 

3.2.3 DC wanted information to be collected about motorway freight traffic, as the roadside interviews that collect data for the Transport Model for Scotland (TMfS) cannot be conducted on motorways, and interviews at service stations or transport cafes would produce a biased sample. GS agreed, as motorways tended to have higher goods vehicle usage than other roads.  He thought that the only way to collect such information would be to survey the firms which consigned the goods. 
3.2.4 GS also felt that there was a need for data on the ‘real’ origins and destinations of goods, and referred to the problem of unreliable returns from some of the smaller companies and the impact this has on the data collected. 

3.2.5 NS felt that a publication should contain more detailed breakdowns of the different characteristics of freight traffic - e.g. the variation in types of vehicles at different times of day.

3.2.6 DC commented on the use of the former Regions as the origins and destinations for the freight flows shown in STS Table 3.8 (Secretary's Note: because of the sample sizes, this uses five-year averages).  FD explained that DfT had not changed its geographical coding of origins and destination until after local government reorganisation had been completed across GB.  He hoped that DfT now had enough years' data coded on the basis of the current LAs to be able to produce figures for RTP areas (or approximations thereof).

3.2.7 JR thought that a lot of work would be required to produce ‘Focus’ publications, and suggested asking DfT about this and about the market for its publications (to whom do they sell them? how many in Scotland?). 

ACTION: SG Transport Statistics and Freight Policy to consider the feasibility, costs and possible content of a ‘Focus’-style publication.

4. Paper 3 – Should ‘Scottish Transport Statistics’ be reorganised?

4.1 FD introduced the paper, and drew members' attention to the fact that the chapter on Toll Bridges could be removed and replaced by a chapter on something else (e.g. environmental issues?). 

4.1.1 FL asked if information would still be collected on the usage of the Forth and Tay bridges after the removal of the tolls, as there would still be a need for information about the number of crossings. 

4.1.2 FD stated that Transport Scotland has automatic traffic counters around both bridges. DC commented that they would need to count traffic actually going over the bridges, and not merely passing nearby, as people's changes of route may make nearby counters' figures misleading. DC noted that data was missing from the Skye bridge traffic counters for the six months after removal of the tolls, and NS referred to the importance of getting figures from the counters on other routes which would be affected (e.g. the Kincardine Bridge).  HG emphasised that Transport Scotland would ensure the availability of the figures that Ministers would need.
4.2 DE stated that he had used the information about freight for several years, and felt that it needed to be consolidated. 

4.3 DC would make one change to the topics listed in the table in paragraph 6 of the paper: separating ‘Safety’ and ‘Environment’.  He felt that the chapter on accidents should include freight accidents. 

4.4 MH thought that the increased use of Web-based tables would mean that users might not care how the printed publication was organised.  He wanted an option for users to produce cross-tabulated data on the web. 

4.4.1 FD stated that this is not possible at the moment, for almost all the topics covered by STS, because SG Transport Statistics does not have the detailed underlying data: in most cases, it obtains only the tables that appear in the publication from DfT and other suppliers of statistics.

4.5 NS requested that the index at the back of STS be expanded to include lists of tables of relevance to particular interest sub-groups.

4.6 FL noted that the cover looks really old and asked if it could have a new look.  FD said that he had continued to use the same pictures to keep the cost down.

4.7 JR stated that it would be impossible to please everyone, but would be good to have a separate ‘environment’ section, perhaps also including ‘energy’, because it was becoming more central to Transport policy.  This might show how little statistical information was available on the topic, and perhaps result in more attention being paid to it. JR added that a short chapter on International Travel would also be good.
4.7.1 FD commented that STS includes some information on cross border travel and the various modes associated with it.

4.8 MH requested comparisons of major cities in Scotland with other European cities, following the Eddington report's emphasis on major cities.

4.8.1 JR and FD stated this was not possible at the moment, JR adding that DfT found it difficult to get sensible comparisons with other countries' national figures, and had concerns about their robustness.

4.8.2 IS advocated comparing even rough data on urban transport in different countries, as it could have surprising results: GB was unlike many other countries.

4.9 DH felt that there was a need for information on journey times throughout Scotland (e.g. Perth/Edinburgh), and how they varied with time, to measure and monitor how well connected people were to jobs, perhaps using TMfS-based information.  FD stated that it would be costly to obtain, process and analyse such information, but some ‘access to services’ information is currently available through SNS.  HG referred to developments in modelling access: the Four Nations Transport Appraisal Forum would share knowledge and techniques. DH noted that the basis of Frank’s comment that it would be costly to provide this information was not clear, and secondly that the modelling approaches being developed in the Four Nations Modelling Forum should not be seen as the only way to take this forward.
ACTION: SG Transport Statistics to consider possible changes to how STS is organised, and its cover, in the light of the comments of the Committee.

5. Paper 4 – T&TSAC-related ScotStat news
5.1 DC gave an overview of his paper and gave a verbal report on the discussions at the last ScotStat Board meeting. 

5.2 DC noted that the format of ScotStat will continue as it is, with Transport being a good example of where the arrangements were working well.  There will be a Scottish representative on the (UK) Statistics Board (being set up by the Statistics and Registration Service Act, which will be implemented in April 2008), which will monitor the quality of official statistics. 

5.3 DC noted that the ScotStat Board discussed the Atkinson Review of the measurement of UK government output and productivity in the context of setting targets.
5.4 DC also urged members to look at the new ScotStat website as it has been redone. 

5.5 FD thanked DC for continuing to represent Transport on the ScotStat Board.

6. Paper 5 – Suggestions for improvements to Scottish Government transport statistics.

6.1 FD introduced the paper, and asked for any comments on the points which were raised at the Stakeholder Conference workshops (see the web-link in section 1.2 of the paper). 

6.2 IS asked if it is possible to publish passenger numbers for individual operators. 

6.2.1 FD answered that, when collecting the data, DfT undertook not to supply information about individual operators (to anyone other than statistical staff) without their explicit permission. Some operators are concerned about the commercial confidentiality of the information about their businesses. 

6.2.2 DE indicated that it may be possible to obtain some information from companies' annual reports. 
6.3 IS commented that for planning purposes it would be good to know bus passenger numbers for different LA areas. 

6.3.1 FD said that SG publishes some bus passenger numbers for RTP areas (and for the former Regions) but the results for the smaller areas are particularly prone to fluctuations, depending upon which operators are in the sample in each year.  In addition, some operators may estimate the breakdown of their passenger numbers between LA areas in a very ‘broad-brush’ way (e.g. 80% for area A, 10% for area B, 5% for each of areas C and D).
6.4 IS added that more detailed statistics on congestion mapping would be helpful.

6.5 DC wanted more statistics on accessibility to services and environmental matters (such as emissions).

ACTION: SG Transport Statistics to consider possible developments, in the light of members' comments, the priority of other work and the availability of resources. 

7. Paper 6 – The transport part of the Scottish Government statistics plan
7.1 FD summarised the paper and SG statistics plan.  MW emphasised that it is only a draft and may be altered to reflect the new administration's priorities and processes (e.g. work on Single Outcome Agreement indicators).

7.2 DC asked about the basis of the ‘congestion’ and ‘travel to work’ indicators. 

7.2.1 FD said that the data come from the SHS (main survey for ‘travel to work’, Travel Diary for ‘congestion’).  DC felt that any ‘travel to work by car’ indicator figures should relate only to those who drove to work, as a rise in car sharing (and hence in the proportion of people travelling as a passenger in a car) would be a positive outcome and should not contribute to ‘bad’ figures for car usage, as it is a more sustainable way to travel. 

7.2.2 MW remarked that it can be complicated to assess the effect on the number of cars on the road: for example, if a driver had been unable to give a lift to someone who travelled as a passenger, the latter might have driven to work (rather than use a more ‘sustainable’ mode).  RH added that an ‘active and sustainable travel’ indicator would not distinguish between car drivers and passengers. 

7.2.3 DC remarked that it may not be possible to walk/cycle to work in remote/rural areas, and MW mentioned that the data can be split using the rural/urban classifications.
7.3 DC said that the increase in households with more than one car was a problem, so there should be more emphasis on these households.  Car sharing and car occupancy varied with Region.  FD added that the SHS results showed much lower car ownership in deprived areas. 

7.4 DH noted the apparent conflict between the drive for economic growth (e.g. growth in tourism could mean more cars on the road) and the sustainability policies to reduce the number of cars on the road. 

7.5 RH also remarked that there are only 2 specific transport outcomes in the new administration's list of indicators (compared to 10 out of 200 in England). 

7.6 IS would like statistics on taxis.  FD said that the number licenced, and some statistics about their use, appear in SG Transport Statistics publications.

7.7 FD asked if he could take it that the Committee was broadly content with the draft plan: some members indicated assent, and none expressed dissent.
8. Paper 7 - Developments in Department for Transport statistics

8.1 This paper was for information, and was not discussed as DfT was not represented at the meeting.

9. Paper 8 - Developments in Tourism statistics in Scotland

9.1 AM gave an overview of the paper and noted the changes in methodology in 2005 for both the International Passenger Survey and the UK Tourism Survey. This has meant that it is not possible to compare pre 2005 data with post 2005 data. 

9.2 AM noted that the figures quoted for overnight visits by UK residents (13.3 million) included Scottish residents. (Secretary's Note: There is a minor change to the paper to emphasise that the employee figures in section 4.2 of the document do not include the self-employed.)
9.3 IS requested the possibility of looking into tourism modal splits and information on how people travelled within Scotland. 

9.4 AM responded by saying that the ‘Travel behaviour of visitors’ study found that this information is not currently collected on a large scale.  DH added that the report had recommended how the data should be improved. 

9.5 IS remarked on the rising cost of fuel and the impacts this will have on tourism (e.g. on the number of visitors travelling by car to B+Bs in rural areas).  He asked whether the International Passenger Survey covered visitors to Scotland who entered GB at Newcastle or Hull.
9.6 JR said that all the major ferry ports were included, and that Rosyth was now large enough that it could support a sample for analysis. AM noted that sampling at Rosyth was a three year pilot scheme (2007–2009).

10. Paper 9 – Scottish Household Survey developments
10.1 FD reminded the Committee that details of the consultation regarding possible changes for 2009 were available on the SHS web site, and any suggestions that members would like to make should be sent to the SHS Project Manager (Mairi MacAskill) by 28th February 2008. 

10.2 If anyone would like to discuss SHS-related matters, they should contact him or CAM.

11. Paper 10 – Other recent and forthcoming developments in SG statistics about transport
11.1 SW mentioned some new developments in SG Environment Statistics.  Figures for a range of air pollutants would be published, and the percentages of properties in flood zones would be added to SNS in February.  She would send the Secretary a link to be added into the paper before sending it online.
11.2 DC asked about the availability of information about noise pollution.  FD referred to a link (in section A4.6 of paper 1) to modelled information about the percentage of the population exposed to particular levels of noise. 

11.3 IS asked about statistics on regenerative breaking in trains.  FD suggested that he contact Network Rail.
12. A.O.B

12.1 DH encouraged Committee members to provide contributions for inclusion in the ‘Scottish Transport Review’. 

12.2 As he would soon leave SG Transport Statistics, FD thanked members for all the assistance and advice that they had provided since the Committee was established. 

12.3 DC gave thanks to FD for all his help and development of Scottish transport statistics over the years, and wished him luck in his new post. 

12.4 HG led the thanks to the Chair. 

12.5 The next meeting is to be held in approximately 6 month’s time.
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