
Transport and Travel Statistics Advisory Committee                                       T&TSAC (08) 1
STATISTICS FOR REGIONAL TRANSPORT PARTNERSHIP AREAS

1.
Introduction
1.1
This paper informs members of the Committee about:

· the views which were expressed by those members and representatives of Regional Transport Partnerships (RTPs) who responded, last year, to a request for their views on the Transport statistics that might be needed for RTP areas;

· developments to the Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics (SNS) site, one of which will facilitate the production of a range of statistics (on topics such as population, housing, deprivation and access) for RTP areas;

1.2
Members of the Committee are invited to:

· note what the Scottish Government (SG) has already done (paragraph 2.3); 
· comment on SG's proposed way forward on Transport statistics for RTP areas  (paragraphs 2.4 and 2.5)
and (section 3.6):

· identify the SNS Topics and Sub-Topics for which Indicators should be made available for RTP areas using the forthcoming SNS Specialist Reporter; 

· identify any Topics and Sub-Topics for which they feel that more than one Indicator should be provided for RTP areas (e.g. is there a need for several Population / Mid-year estimates Indicators, in order to make available figures for the numbers of people in various age and sex categories in each RTP?); and 
· consider which (if any) of the specific statistics that are held by SNS at the "datazone" level they would wish to see available for RTP areas through the forthcoming SNS Specialist Reporter, and send their suggestions to Julie Goodlet-Rowley of SG by 14 February 2008;
2.
Transport statistics for Regional Transport Partnership areas  
2.1
Members of the Committee will recall that the then Scottish Executive sent a paper entitled “Transport Statistics for the areas of Regional Transport Partnerships” to them, and to  representatives of the seven RTPs, on 28th March 2007.   That paper:

· described the current availability of statistics about aspects of transport for RTP areas;

· invited views on the topics for which developments are needed, and the relative priority of these.

Six responses were received: three from RTPs, two from transport consultants and one from another body. 

2.2
Respondents made many points, and raised several questions.  These are set out in  Annex A, grouped under convenient topic headings.  In most cases, they are followed by an SG comment which responds to the point that was made by the consultee.  
2.3
Broadly, the suggestions fell into two categories:


a) those for which SG could provide the information, or ask whoever produces the statistics if that could be done.  

b) those for which it would be more appropriate for the RTP (or other body) to deal directly with the potential supplier of the information, either because what was suggested was very local in nature (e.g. particular types of figures for individual railway lines or airports) or because they are better placed to do so (e.g. an RTP will have a closer relationship than SG with the local authorities [LAs] in its area).
2.4
Members of the Committee are asked to note that SG has already acted on a number of the points that were raised.  In particular, Transport across Scotland was expanded, for the edition published in December 2007, to include figures for RTP areas on many more topics. This included figures on the use of local bus and train services, users' views on local bus services, andconcessionary fare pass possession and use in the past month, amongst other topics
.  As a result, figures for RTP areas are now provided for all the topics that appear in Transport across Scotland. 
2.5
In the light of the comments that were made, SG is considering some other possible developments.  These fall into two groups.  First, results from the Scottish Household Survey (SHS).  SG could produce some or all of the following (provided that it was satisfied that the likely benefits would justify the costs):
· a set of tables giving results for individual years for almost all of the SHS's topics which are covered in Transport across Scotland, SHS Travel Diary results and Bus and Coach Statistics for the five largest RTPs (see section A3 of Annex A);
· some tables giving a range of SHS results for RTPs, broken down separately by urban/rural and car availability classifications (see section A2.1);
· "vehicle occupancy" figures from the SHS Travel Diary data for car/van journeys reported by drivers living in each RTP area (see section A4.6).
Some examples of the kinds of tables that might be produced were given in the consultation paper.  They are repeated in Annex B, for ease of reference (NB: because their purpose is illustrative, they have not been updated to take account of any subsequent developments).  In each case, it would have to be clearly understood that, because of the potential effects of sampling variability, the figures would (a) have to be used with caution and (b) not be accompanied by any SG commentary (other than a note about the potential unreliability of those which were produced from small samples).

2.6
In the case of figures from other sources, SG could:

· ask the Department for Transport (DfT) if it can produce a table, like Table 3.8 of Scottish Transport Statistics, giving road freight lifted, cross-classified by the RTP areas($) of origin and destination (see section A4.3);

· produce estimates of (a) traffic volumes and/or (b) petrol and diesel consumption for RTP areas($), perhaps in the format shown in the consultation paper (see section A4.6);

· ask DfT whether its traffic estimation system could be amended to produce separate figures for (a) the SPT regional strategic road network and/or (b) the Helensburgh and Lomond area of Argyll & Bute (see sections A4.6 and A6);

· produce a range of road accident and casualty figures for RTP areas, if it were clear what kind of figures should be provided and why they were needed (see section A4.7).
Note that ($) indicates that the RTP figures would probably be produced by grouping the relevant LAs, and therefore would not be precise in the case of HITRANS and SPT because of the "Helensburgh and Lomond" question (see section A6).  In these cases, totals could be provided for HITRANS and SPT excluding Argyll & Bute, with the figures for Argyll & Bute shown separately, enabling users to split it between the two RTPs in whatever way would appear most appropriate.  An example of this approach was shown in the consultation paper. 
2.7
Members of the Committee (particularly those who represent RTPs) are invited to comment on SG's proposed way forward.  For example, do they feel that other things should be done and, if so, what and why?  What are their views on the relative priority of the possible developments described in the above paragraphs?  
3.
Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics 

3.1
SNS is the SG programme to improve the availability, consistency and accessibility of small area statistics in Scotland. (Members of the Committee may recall that some information about SNS was provided, in paper T&TSAC (04) 4, for the meeting in November 2004.)  SNS has developed consistent small area statistical geographies and a range of socio-economic aggregate statistics from administrative systems used across government.  The latest phase, launched in February 2007, included a number of major enhancements.  SNS will be developed further. 
3.2
Sections 3.3 to 3.5 provide information about some of SNS's statistical geographies, its functionality, and the Topics for which it holds statistics.  Section 3.6 describes the forthcoming SNS "Specialist Report", which would make SNS statistics available for RTP areas, and seeks views on the SNS Topics and Sub-Topics for which (a) statistics should be made available, and (b) several Indicators should be provided, for RTP areas.  Members of the Committee are also invited to send SG their suggestions regarding the specific SNS Indicators which should be included in the Specialist Reports for RTP areas.  

3.3
Statistical Geographies
3.3.1
SNS includes two small area statistical geographies which build on the postcode and census geographies.

· Data zones  -  these are groups of 2001 Census output areas which have, on average, populations of 500 to 1,000 household residents, nest within LA boundaries and, where possible, respect physical boundaries and natural communities.  They have a regular shape and, as far as possible, contain households with similar social characteristics.   

· Intermediate Geography - Some statistics are unsuitable for release at the data zone level because of their sensitive nature or for reasons of reliability.  Intermediate zones are aggregations of data zones within LAs, and contain between 2,500 and 6,000 people.

3.3.2
SNS has a number of other standard geographies, including LAs, health boards and multi-member wards.  However, computer system limits mean that it is not possible to include RTPs (and a number of other types of area) among SNS's standard geographies.

3.4
Functionality

3.4.1
The SNS web site ( www.sns.gov.uk ) has been designed to be accessible to as wide an audience as possible by offering 4 different levels of analysis: 

· Quick Profile - gives an introduction to the kinds of statistics included in SNS: area profile reports show a pre-defined set of key indicators and allow comparison between a single data zone and some of the higher level geographies into which it falls.  

· Standard Reporter - provides a variety of key indicators and geographies.  Currently. five Standard Reports are available. Depending which is used, the results may be displayed in a tabular or map format, and some also allow a chart format.  Results can be downloaded to standard packages (such as Excel) for further analysis.

· Advanced Reporter - allows multiple areas and statistics about these areas to be selected and analysed. The type of geography (e.g. LA) is selected from SNS's standard geographies, and the areas of interest specified using a look-up table, a map, or by cutting and pasting from an external source. Indicators can be chosen from different Topic areas.  Results for individual areas are displayed in a tabular format, can be summarized into statistics for the complete area, and can also be displayed in a map and downloaded to standard packages for further analysis.  This facility could be used to produce figures for RTPs which the user defined in terms of the relevant LAs or datazones (but this is not as convenient as having some RTP figures automatically available from the SNS system).
· Data Downloads - allow users to download data, metadata and geographies in either CSV or XML formats.

3.5
The Topics for which SNS holds statistics
3.5.1
SNS holds statistics on the following Topics:

· Access to services

· Business

· Community care

· Community well-being / social environment

· Crime and justice

· Economic activity, benefits and tax credits

· Education skills and training

· Higher and further education

· Geographic classifications

· Health

· Housing

· Index of deprivation

· Other and special interest reports

· Physical environment

· Population

3.5.2
Each Topic may have a number of Sub-Topics.  Indeed, some of the Sub-Topics are further sub-divided.  For example, the Population Topic has the following Sub-Topics:

· 2001 Census

· Births and deaths

· Mid-year estimates

· Historic mid-year estimates

· Life expectancy at birth

and the Mid-year estimates Sub-Topic is further sub-divided into

· Persons

· Males

· Females

3.5.3
Each Sub-Topic (or each sub-Sub-Topic) has several Indicators.  For example, the "Persons", "Males" and "Females" sub-Sub-Topics have Indicators which provide the estimated number of people of the specified sex (or in total) who are in particular age-groups (e.g. each 5 year age-group, children, working age, pensionable age).

3.6
New ‘Specialist’ Report

3.6.1
A new "Specialist” Report facility will be added to SNS early in 2008.  This will facilitate the production of a range of statistics for geographical areas such as RTPs and various other kinds of area that are not among SNS's standard geographies.  The new Specialist Report will be accessed via the "Standard Reporter" page 

            http://www.sns.gov.uk/Reports/ReportHome.aspx  .  

3.6.2
Once the facility to produce figures for RTP areas has been set up, it will be used in the same kind of way as the existing reports.  Drop-down menus will allow the user to select:

· Area Type - i.e. "Regional Transport Partnership";

· Specific Area  - e.g. "North-East Scotland"; and 

· Type of Report - there will be two options, which will be similar in style to SNS's existing "Area Profile" and "Change over Time" reports.  

The report will then display a pre-determined range of Indicators for the chosen area, in the same kind of way as the existing "Area Profile" and "Change over Time" reports (depending which option was chosen).  However, SG has yet to decide which Indicators should be made available in this way for RTP areas.  Members of the Committee are invited to consider and advise on this matter.
3.6.3
The design of the SNS system imposes two limitations on what can be provided for RTP areas using the new Specialist Reporter:

· it can only provide statistics which are currently held by SNS at the datazone level;
· to keep the report manageable, the number of different Indicators should be limited to around 60.    
3.6.4
As SG cannot make all the SNS Indicators available for RTP areas using the new facility, it is important to choose the ones that are likely to be the most useful.  Members of the Committee are therefore asked for their views on the Topics and Sub-Topics for which statistics for RTPs should be made available using the forthcoming Specialist Report.
3.6.5
In some cases, one might have only one Indicator for a particular Topic and Sub-Topic: whatever is generally regarded as the "standard" measure, to avoid the confusion that could arise if different people used figures on different bases.  However, in other cases, it may be felt that there is a need to have several Indicators for a particular Topic and Sub-Topic.  For example, someone interested in the size of an RTP's populations in different age-groups would wish to see included those of the Population / Mid-year estimates Indicators which provide figures for the age-groups of interest.  Members of the Committee are therefore asked for their views on the Topics and Sub-Topics for which more than one Indicator should be made available using the forthcoming Specialist Report.
3.6.6
Finally, Members of the Committee who have an interest in obtaining specific statistics for RTP areas may wish to comment in detail on the figures that should be made available using the forthcoming SNS Specialist Report.   To do so, they should:

· go to the SNS Data Guide (http://www.sns.gov.uk/Guide/IndicatorGuide.asp )  and use the drop-down menus to identify the Topics and Sub-Topics of interest to them for which SNS holds information - for example:

· one Topic is "Access to Services"
· when that is selected using the drop-down menus, SNS will show that its Sub-Topics include:

· "Education"; 
· "Health"; 
· "Financial Services";

· and so on.  
· when the drop-down menus are used to select a "Topic" and "Sub-Topic", SNS will show the range of Indicators which is available for that Sub-Topic; 
· e.g. when the "Access to Services"/"Education" combination is selected, SNS will show a list of Indicators which includes:

· "% households 0-30 minutes drive time FE/HE college"; 
· "% households over 60 minutes drive time FE/HE college";

· and so forth.  

· identify from among the many Indicators the ones that they would like to have available for RTP areas from the new SNS facility (bearing in mind that it cannot provide more than about 60 Indicators in total).

· click on the entry for each of the chosen Indicators to see its Metadata, which show (in a table towards the foot of the Metadata) the years for which it is available and, for each year, whether it is held by SNS at the datazone level (by means of "X" in the relevant cell in the "ZN" column).  For example:

· in the "Access to Services"/"Education" Indicators, the X's in the table towards the foot of the Metadata for "% households 0-30 minutes drive time FE/HE college" show that this is held by SNS only for Scotland, LAs and Wards - so it could not be provided for RTP areas using the new facility because it is not held for datazones.  

· the Metadata for the "Access to Services"/"Drive Time" Indicator called  "drive time (in minutes) to a GP" show that it is held at the datazone level by SNS for both 2003 and 2006, so it should be possible to provide it for RTP areas using the new facility.

· prepare a list of the specific Indicators which they would like to see available for RTP areas using the new facility.

Members of the Committee are invited to send such lists to SG ( Julie.goodlet-rowley@scotland.gsi.gov.uk ) by 14th February 2008.
3.6.7
After the meeting, SG will:

· in due course, seek the views of those RTPs which are not represented on the Committee, using as a starting-point the Indicators which have been suggested by members of the Committee; and 

· subsequently, develop the specification of the Specialist Report for RTP areas in the light of the suggestions which were made by members of the Committee and RTPs.

3.6.8
Members of the Committee are invited to consider the above matters.  In view of the specialised nature of the Indicators, it is not proposed that the meeting should discuss the pros and cons of the inclusion of individual Indicators, or of the competing merits of different "candidates" for inclusion (should it not be possible to include all the desired Indicators for a particular Sub-Topic). However, at the meeting, Members' views will be invited on:

· the Topics and Sub-Topics for which Indicators should be made available for RTP areas using the new facility; and 

· the Topics and Sub-Topics for which more than one Indicator should be provided for RTP areas (e.g. is there a need for several Population / Mid-year estimates Indicators?).

3.6.9
Members should also send any lists of specific Indicators which they wish to see made available for RTP areas using the new facility to SG by 14 February 2008.
Annex A

Summary of responses to the consultation on Transport statistics for Regional Transport Partnership areas
A1
Six responses were received: three from RTPs, two from transport consultants and one from another body.  They are set out below, grouped for convenience as follows:
· section A2 - General comments
· section A3 - Statistics for RTP areas (which, in most cases, were already published for RTPs for two-year periods) for which the respondent wrote "ideally, these should all be made available annually for the five larger RTPs"

· section A4 - Other specific suggestions

· section A5 - Clarification sought

· section A6 - the "Helensburgh and Lomond" question
Where appropriate, an SG response is given (occasionally there is none - e.g. because the nature of the comment is such that a wide-ranging discussion would be required).
A2
General Comments

A2.1
“I have used the lists from Annex A and Annex B of your paper to produce my suggested list of desirable RTP statistics - I would suggest that, if possible, these should all be produced annually, at least for the 5 largest RTP areas.  Note also that I believe that there would be considerable merit in providing specific bulletins for each RTP area, which contained these regionwide-stats and a further break-down of a relevant subset of these by the 6-way urban/rural/remoteness classification and/or household car ownership (C0, C1 and C2+).  This would enable the RTP's to monitor more closely issues associated with Inclusion and Accessibility than is possible from the region-wide statistic.”
SG response
The SHS sample size may not be large enough to support the kind of analysis that is sought.  For example, the consultation paper and Annex B include a table of SHS percentages of households with 0, 1 and 2+ cars available for each category of a 3-way urban/rural classification for each RTP for the two-year period 2003/2004 combined. Only 8 of the 21 "cells" had samples of more than 1,000 households (urban areas in four RTPs, small towns in two RTPs and rural areas in two RTPs).  Therefore, the use of a 6-way classification could produce results with wide "confidence limits", which would be unsuitable for the kind of analysis expected in a bulletin.  However, SG could produce some tables giving a range of results for RTPs, broken down separately by urban/rural and car availability classifications, provided that it is clearly understood that, because of the potential variability, (a) they must be used with caution, and (b) the tables would not be accompanied by any commentary on the figures (other than a note about the potential unreliability of those which were produced from small samples).
A2.2
“The choice of existing statistics proposed for presentation at RTP level as offered by the SE appears to be generally satisfactory. However, there are some important points to be made in relation to the [RTP] area.  In view of the very low population density throughout most of the region, it is particularly important that as much information as possible is made available subdivided into the six or eight Urban Rural Classification levels, as otherwise there will be a severe risk that regional figures will hide very significant variations within regional averages. Similarly, there would be some benefit from maintaining the local authority or smaller area subdivisions within the [RTP] statistics for the same reason, and also because areawide averages can be particularly unrepresentative of island communities. There may be some issues with the SHS figures for very sparsely populated areas, where small sample sizes can give unrepresentative results, so that there may well be a case for seeking ways to improve this representation.
A Draft Monitoring Framework for the RTS is contained within the Strategy as submitted to Ministers in March 2007. Further development of this monitoring framework will be ongoing in 2007. It is accepted that the Scottish Executive may not be able to gather all of this data, but [RTP] feels it is worth exploring the possibility of further data collection. In particular, we would seek to highlight specific needs of the [RTP] area as follows:

· [RTP] would like to be able to monitor information for trunk roads even though these are not under [its] control, as the Strategy contains reference to many schemes on trunk roads.

· Given the size and diversity of the [RTP] area, it would be useful to have statistics in subdivisions of the RTP area (e.g. islands, remote rural, rural, urban areas), conforming with the SE Urban Rural Classification.”
SG response
Again, SG could produce some tables, but the problem is the sample size.  For example, the SHS sample includes only about 3,200 households in the HITRANS area in every two year period, so cannot be broken down greatly between different LA areas or urban/rural categories without producing results which have wide confidence limits because they are based on samples of only a few hundred cases.  On trunk roads: RTPs can ask Transport Scotland for more information about the trunk roads in their areas.  
A2.3
“Separate considerations apply to statistical information which is currently available only for areas larger than individual local authorities (e.g. Police Areas, NHS Health Boards), and also for survey data which cannot be confidently presented for a single year because of the need to maintain more robust sampling methods. Some of these figures may be suitable for presentation at RTP level for multiauthority RTPs, but more guidance is needed about which figures will be suitable for individual RTP areas.”
SG response
It may be possible to use the SNS system to obtain figures on some "non-Transport" topics.  
A2.4
“[RTP] would also like to see as much useful information being wrung out of the existing sources as possible. Some issues which have been raised are:

· whether in future SHS surveys should have more distance ranges for walking than the present 400m (quarter mile) distance – a second 3km / 2mile range, and possibly others, would seem to be more appropriate.

· whether screenline counts are appropriate for remote rural areas as a measure of traffic volume, since they do not take into account the greater distances travelled to access mainstream services in these areas.”
SG response
Proposals for changes to the SHS questionnaire should be submitted in response to the current consultation.  The DfT estimates of traffic volumes are expressed in terms of vehicle-kilometres, so should reflect greater journey lengths in rural areas.
A2.5
 “Table 2 [not reproduced in this paper] shows some possible headings for Performance Indicators which [RTP] considers would also link with the RTS monitoring process. These would need to be considered in relation to the availability of regional figures.”  The Table suggested the following topics and statistical measures as "a good starting-point for consideration of the types of indicators appropriate for the [RTP] RTS":
· Population - Census figures and GROS annual estimates
· Employment - Census figures and area statistics
· Gross Value Added - area statistics
· commercial traffic on ferries - national statistics
· Transport accessibility - proportion of bus, taxi and ferry fleet that is accessible; uptake of disability awareness training 
· Travel safety - Road Accidents Scotland
· Health - from the Director of Public Health Annual Report
· Active travel: proportion of people walking / cycling to work / school - Travel Plan monitoring, Census
· Traffic counts - changes in traffic levels at designated locations
· Public transport usage - average passengers per journey
· Number of schools participating in active travel - number of school travel plans implemented
· Local air quality - annual Local Air Quality Management Progress Reports
SG response
Figures for RTPs for some of the above topics may be obtainable from SG sources (e.g. the SHS and, in due course, the SNS system) or from the relevant LAs.  However, in some cases (e.g. average passenger per bus journey) it is unlikely that any figures for RTP areas will be readily available.
A2.6
“We need to decide what “good transport” is (e.g. the performance indicators for the NTS) and then improve data collection and monitoring to ensure that we measure this. The RTS’s need to measure performance under their objectives but I think some further policy development is needed first as the policies are not yet specific enough to measure.  e.g. It is all very well knowing how many vehicle km of passenger km there are in the networks but until policy provides some clarity on whether we want more or less of each  - where, when, how we do not know how best to monitor this.  My views are that once people work out what transport policy actually means then a small basket of accessibility indicators supplemented by some safety and vehicle efficiency, and air quality measures tell you most of what you need to know to monitor progress on reducing emissions, improving connections, and improving accessibility.”
A3.
Statistics for RTP areas (which, in most cases, were already published for RTPs for two-year periods) for which the respondent wrote: "ideally these should all be made available annually for the five larger RTPs". 

NB: the references are to the tables in Transport across Scotland in 2003 and 2004, in SHS Travel Diary results for 2004, or in Bus and Coach Statistics 2005-06, as they were the latest versions available at the time of the consultation.
· cars available to households, and whether they have bicycles which can be used by adults - TAS Table 2
· walking time to nearest bus stop and frequency of service there - TAS Table 12 and BCS Table 12;

· views on public transport - TAS Table 14 and BCS Table 14;

· estimated local bus passenger journeys - BCS Table 9.4

· travel to work, and whether car/van commuters could use public transport - BCS Table 18;

· use of local bus services, and how safe from crime users would feel when travelling by bus in the evening - BCS Table 27;

· National Concessionary Fare Cards issued for Scotland-wide free bus travel - BCS Table 32.

· use of local bus services and train services (*)
· users' views on local bus services (*)
· how safe from crime adults would feel when travelling by bus and train in the evenings (*)
· frequency of driving - TAS Table 4;

· drivers making various types of journey - percentages who always use a car and, if they do, how easy it would be for them to use another means of transport 

· frequency of walking - TAS Table 8;

· frequency of cycling (*)
· travel to work - TAS Table 19.

· travel to school (*)
· main mode of travels - TDR Tables 5 and 6;

· purpose of journey - TDR Table 8;

· length of journey (kilometres) - TDR Tables 10 and 12;

SG response:
· Almost all of these figures are produced from the SHS.  In most cases, the sample size and design should be sufficient for SG to produce annual figures for the five largest RTP areas.  However, the results could be unreliable in some cases.  For example, the SHS sample for NESTRANS for the two-year period 2005 and 2006 combined has "travel to school" information for only 507 children - so any figures which related only to one year would be based on a sample of only 250-or-so per year, would have wide confidence limits, and fluctuations due to sampling variability could be much larger than the actual underlying year-to-year changes.  Having said that, SG could produce a set of tables giving the SHS's results for individual years for almost all of the above topics for each of the largest five RTP areas, provided that it was clearly understood that, in view of the potential variability due to sampling fluctuations, (a) they must be used with caution, and (b) the tables would not be accompanied by any commentary on the figures (for example, SG would not attempt to analyse any apparent trends);

· One of the improvements made to Transport across Scotland for the edition published in December 2007 was to include, for the first time, figures for RTP areas (for the two-year period 2005 and 2006 combined) on the topics identified above by (*)

· the estimates of local bus passenger journeys for RTP areas which appear in BCS already relate to single years (e.g. the financial year 2005-06) - but they can be seen to be unreliable in some cases, with marked apparent year-to-year fluctuations due to sampling variability.     

A4.
Other specific suggestions 

For convenience, these are listed (and numbered) on the basis in which the topics appear in the chapters of "Scottish Transport Statistics".

(#) indicates that the respondent's view was that "ideally these should all be made available annually for the five larger RTPs"
($) indicates that the figures which could be produced fairly easily for the SPT and HITRANS areas would not be completely accurate because of the effect of the "Helensburgh and Lomond question" (see A6, below), but should be "good enough" for most purposes.  Or, totals could be provided for HITRANS and SPT excluding Argyll & Bute, with the figures for Argyll & Bute shown separately, enabling users to split it between the two RTPs in whatever way would appear most appropriate (an example of this approach was shown in the consultation paper). 
	Consultees' suggestions
	SG responses

	
	

	A4.1     Road Transport Vehicles
	

	· car registrations for the [RTP] area, and specifically data at the new multi-member ward level.
	In theory, this information could be obtained by including DVLA car registration data in the SNS system.  However, the results for some areas could be misleading, if they include large numbers of cars whose registered keepers are (e.g.) garages or companies (Stirling used to have an unusually high number of cars per head of population, because an insurance company's car fleet was counted against that area).  

	
	

	A4.2     Bus and Coach Travel
	

	· Identification of reliable sources of accurate data about bus routes and services is required.
	Such information might be held centrally in the administrative records of the Traffic Commissioner, or the public transport timetable databases that are used by (e.g.) Traveline Scotland and Transport Direct - but SG Transport Statistics is not in a position to comment on the feasibility of obtaining it.  Or, the RTP could liaise with the relevant LAs and/or bus operators.

	· the kilometres of road marked for bus priority

· the number and % of traffic signals with bus priority

· the numbers and %s of bus stops with 
· boarders

· clearway orders

· information panels

· shelters
	Such information might be available from  LAs, as they are responsible for the roads concerned.  Transport Statistics does not know of any national source of such data.

	
	

	A4.3     Road Freight
	

	· freight lifted by UK HGVs - journeys which started or ended in Scotland, by origin and destination RTP area (#)
	Table 3.8 of Scottish Transport Statistics provides figures cross-classified by the former Region of Origin and Destination, which DfT produces from its Road Freight Survey database.  SG can ask DfT if it can produce a similar table giving figures for RTP areas produced by grouping the relevant LAs  ($).

	· more information on ODs for freight movement
	As above

	
	

	A4.5     Road Network
	

	· RTP road network condition (#)
	The source would have to be the data collected by the Scottish Road Maintenance Condition Survey, which is organised by the Society of Chief Officers of Transportation in Scotland (SCOTS) on behalf of LAs.  While SG could ask SCOTS about the feasibility, RTPs should be better placed to do so.  Annual results might not be available, as the survey only covers all B and C roads every two years and all unclassified roads every four years.   

	· In its RTS, SPT defines a regional strategic road network. It would be useful if Scottish Transport Statistics could where applicable take account of this in chapter 5 (road network) 
	Such information might best be obtained by SPT itself (e.g.) by using a GIS to determine the length of its "regional strategic roads network", and using those figures in conjunction with totals for the RTP as a whole produced by combining the figures for the relevant LAs ($). 

	· Length of road network suitable for HGVs
to take account of constraints for HGVs such as weight / height / width restrictions on or under bridges and elsewhere, substandard road widths, and the availability or otherwise of alternative routes to avoid these restrictions.
	Such information would have to be provided by the relevant LAs as they are responsible for the roads concerned.

	
	

	A4.6     Road Traffic
	

	· traffic by road category (M, Trunk, Other A, Minor) by RTP area (#)
	SG can produce figures for RTP areas by grouping the relevant LAs ($).

	· petrol and diesel consumption of road vehicles (#) 
· separate identification of consumption of non-fossil-fuel-based bio-fuels, if possible (#)
	· Table 6.11 of Scottish Transport Statistics provides figures for individual areas, the production of which is commissioned  by the Department of Business, Enterprise and Regulatory Reform.  SG can produce figures for RTP areas by grouping the relevant LAs ($).
· It seems very unlikely that the estimation methodology would provide separate figures for the consumption of bio-fuels, because it is based upon information about traffic volumes.  However, SG could ask DBERR about this. 

	· In its RTS, SPT defines a regional strategic road network. It would be useful if Scottish Transport Statistics could where applicable take account of this in chapter 6 (road traffic data).
	DfT's estimates of traffic volumes for LA areas as a whole appear in Tables 6.1 to 6.6 of Scottish Transport Statistics.  On the basis of our understanding of the methodology, these are produced from estimates for individual M and A road links plus estimated totals for other types of road.  IF SPT's "regional strategic road network" consists solely of M and A roads, DfT might be able to amend its system to identify the links concerned, and produce totals for them - but DfT might not regard it as a priority, given all the work that it has following the Quality Review of Traffic Statistics.

	· Time lost on trunk roads due to congestion
whilst it is noted all NTS indicators may not be provided for all RTP areas, including those pertaining to trunk roads as RTPs do not control these, trunk roads figure significantly within the RTP's RTS and the RTP would like to be able to monitor indicators relating to them.
	Table 6.8 of Scottish Transport Statistics provides a few figures for each of the routes that are covered by Transport Scotland's monitoring system.  Transport Scotland's reports provides more detail information, and RTPs can ask Transport Scotland for information about the routes (or parts of routes) within their areas.  

	· Carbon emissions from the transport sector, 

· Tonnes of CO2 saved, 

· Road traffic noise levels at key locations on road network
part of RTP's commitment to monitor indicators in the SEA process – specifically greenhouse gas emissions
	· Estimates of emissions for Scotland as a whole appear in Table 6.13 of Scottish Transport Statistics.  They are produced by consultants using a variety of methods (e.g. those for road transport are based on estimated traffic volumes).  Estimates for LA areas are available from www.defra.gov.uk/environment/statistics/globatmos/galocalghg.htm  - NB: these are described as "experimental statistics", as DEFRA hopes for improvements in both the methodology and the underlying data
· It is unclear how "tonnes of CO2 saved" would be defined, let alone estimated.

· We are not aware of any national source of data on road traffic noise levels at specific points on the network.  "Noise maps" have been produced by modelling, the aim being to estimate the number of people in Scotland exposed to particular levels of noise without being correct in each locality - they can be found at:   www.scottishnoisemapping.org .   

	· Vehicle occupancy 
one of the main issues in our RTS is the reduction of single occupancy vehicles. Some monitoring of this would be welcome
	SHS Travel Diary results (e.g. Table 15 in the "2004" edition) provides figures for the occupancy of cars (and vans) used for various types of journey.  SG could produce equivalent figures for each RTP area, covering journeys reported by drivers living in those areas.

	
	

	A4.7     Injury Road Accidents
	

	· the standard set of injury road accidents (#)
	SG publishes many road accident and casualty statistics for LA areas, and could produce some similar tables for RTP areas if it were clear what kind of figures should be provided and why they were needed.  However, to date, tables for RTP areas have not been requested by the users of the statistics who are represented on the Liaison Group on Road Accident Statistics.  

	
	

	A4.8     Rail Services
	

	· rail passenger miles for the Strathclyde network.
· Patronage reporting still seems to be maintained, but we would wish to secure ongoing average trip length expressions, since the business case for the release of this information from FirstScotRail to SPT has been less transparent over the last couple of years.
	· Table 8.3 of Scottish Transport Statistics provides rail passenger kilometres for the passenger services previously supported by SPTE, including a figure for 2006-07 (no figure for 2005-06 is available)

· the table can be used to calculate an average trip length: the figure for rail passenger kilometres can be divided by the figure for rail passenger journeys

	· rail patronage data by line.
	The Office of Rail Regulation provides the figures, in Tables 8.7 and 8.8 of Scottish Transport Statistics, for rail passenger journeys using national rail tickets to/from the specified stations. On the basis of our understanding, figures for individual lines could be produced from ORR's database, by counting all journeys for which either the origin or the destination was one of a specified list of stations (taking care not to double-count journeys between two stations on the same line).  However, there could be definitional problems - e.g. where a number of routes share the same stretch of line (the Edinburgh / Falkirk line is used by both the Edinburgh / Glasgow and Edinburgh / Dunblane routes) - so it would be best for RTPs wishing figures for particular lines or routes to request them directly. 

	· local outputs from National Rail Travel Survey, once this loses its 'provisional' character.
	Again, it would be best for those seeking particular local outputs to request them directly

	· Passenger kilometres / passenger numbers by line of route

· Rail service punctuality

· Rail passenger satisfaction levels

· Indexing of rail fares by route;

· Indexing of rail journey times by route

It may be more appropriate to gather this data on a line of route basis, as opposed to by RTP area, but [RTP] would want to explore the possibilities of both options
	· see the earlier comments on "line" figures
· Table 8.9 of Scottish Transport Statistics provides ORR's punctuality figures which cover all the services run by each of the specified operators.  Figures for individual routes may be available from the underlying data - but (given the earlier comments on "routes") it would be best for those seeking them to request them directly.

· Table 8.12 of Scottish Transport Statistics provides rail passenger satisfaction figures from the National Passenger Survey.  The sample of only about 2,500 Scottish passengers per year is too small to provide "route" figures.  The SHS asks rail users for their views on eleven aspects of services.  Results could be produced for RTP areas but the sample sizes could be small (Table 18 of Household Transport in 2004 shows that data are obtained from only 2,500 adults per year).
· It would be best for those wishing to monitor the levels of rail fares and/or journey times on particular routes to ask the operator(s) concerned for the information they require.

	
	

	A4.9     Air Services
	

	· Number of: 

· international 
· national 
· London 
routes from Highlands and Islands airports;

· Passenger numbers through Highlands and Islands airports (per airport)

Information per airport would be useful so that it can be disaggregated or aggregated as necessary (e.g. aggregated for all lifeline airports)
	· It would be best for those wishing information about the number of routes of various types from certain airports to ask the authorities concerned for the information that they require.  Some "definitional" points would have to be resolved (e.g. if two operators provide services to the same place, should that be counted as one route or two routes?). 

· Table 9.1 of Scottish Transport Statistics gives the numbers of terminal passengers for each airport covered by the CAA's statistics, including ten HIAL airports.

	
	

	A4.10     Water Travel
	

	· inclusion of Dundee, Perth and Montrose in the standard port statistics, if possible (#)
	Tables 10.3 of Scottish Transport Statistics includes figures for each of these ports.  Figures for Dundee also appear in Tables 10.4 to 10.6.  DfT's port statistics system collects detailed data only for "major" ports (defined as those with 1+ million tonnes of cargo per year).  As Montrose and Perth are well below this threshold, DfT obtains only totals for their inward and outward traffic.

	· Passenger numbers on ferries 
Per route would be useful so that it can be disaggregated or aggregated as necessary (e.g. aggregated for all lifeline ferries)
	Tables 10.12 to 10.15 of Scottish Transport Statistics provide figures for many individual ferry routes.

	
	

	A4.11     Finance
	

	· Another issue we want to monitor is fare levels on public transport, but I suspect that this will be judged to be commercially sensitive information and therefore not collectable / publishable.
	Table 11.10 of Scottish Transport Statistics shows the public transport components of the UK Retail Prices Index.  DfT produces the bus fare index shown in Table 2.6 using information from a panel of large operators.  The production of fare indices would be complex, requiring changes to be weighted by the relative "volumes" of passenger numbers.  It may be simpler for RTPs to monitor the fares which are charged for some of their areas' most commonly-made journeys.

	
	

	A4.12     Personal Travel and Cross-Modal
	

	· concessionary fare patronage and payment by mode (even if in 'estimate' form).
	In the case of bus usage, Transport Scotland's data are currently "operator based", and could only provide figures on the basis of the main area of operation in each case.  However, it might be possible, in a couple of years, to produce figures based on the LA in which the traveller lives, once "smartcards" are used across Scotland.

For other modes (whose numbers are much smaller), LAs provide figures in their Local Financial Return 5 forms:

· expenditure (which is not split by mode)
· numbers of journeys for each mode

	· National Cycle Network length;

· Lengths of segregated cycle paths (non-NCN) within 10 mile/16 km radius of settlements

NCN data may be available from Sustrans, but not clear if at an RTP level
	The Sustrans representative on T&TSAC may be able to advise on this.  


A5
Clarification sought

· One respondent sought clarification regarding the availability at RTP level of figures on the following topics:

· Passenger numbers on buses;

· Satisfaction of bus passengers;

· Walking time to nearest bus stop;

· Frequency of bus services at nearest bus stop but specifically broken down to commuter services and / or shopping services.

· Average distance walked per person per year;

· Average distance cycled per person per year

· Modal Shares for Travel to work;

· Modal Shares for Travel to school

· Rail freight per tonne/km and per tonne uplifted

· Removal of road freight miles

SG response
Most of the above figures are available from the SHS, but are subject to the limitations of sample size and design in the case of the smaller RTP areas.  In some cases, figures for each RTP area have already been published in Transport across Scotland and/or Bus and Coach Statistics; in other cases, SG could produce them without difficulty.

Figures for the following topics are not readily available for RTP areas:

· Frequency of bus services at nearest bus stop specifically broken down to commuter services and / or shopping services - presumably, interest is in the "rush-hour" and "day-time off-peak" frequencies.  In theory, the SHS question could be expanded to ask householders for this information; in practice, that might not be particularly successful, given that (at present) about a quarter of householders say that they do not know the frequency of services at their nearest bus stop.  It might be better to obtain information from the kinds of public transport timetable database that are used by (e.g.) Traveline Scotland and Transport Direct - but SG Transport Statistics is not in a position to comment on the feasibility of this.
· Average distance walked per person per year - to date, the coverage of the SHS Travel Diary has been insufficient - e.g. because, traditionally, short walks (under a quarter of a mile, or up to five minutes) were excluded (to simplify the interview process) and because respondents appear to under-report the numbers of journeys that they make (which is easily done: they are asked to recall, off-the-top-of-the-head, the trips that they made on the previous day).  In addition, the SHS's only information about travel by children relates to travel to school;

· Average distance cycled per person per year - similar points apply, but the cycling figures should be less affected by the "¼ mile / 5 minute" cut-off.
· Rail freight per tonne/km and per tonne uplifted - rail freight companies provide figures which relate to their business for Scotland as a whole.  They are concerned about the potential commercial confidentiality of information about their businesses and have not welcomed the possibility of more rapid publication of the totals for Scotland and/or any requests for more detailed geographical breakdowns.     
· Removal of road freight miles - it is not clear how such figures would be defined.  Would they be along the same lines as those which relate to lorry miles "transferred" to rail or water as the result of (e.g.) Freight Facilities Grants?  Would they be counted against the RTP in which the traffic originated, or against the RTPs through which it was carried?  How would they be compiled?
A6
The “Helensburgh and Lomond” question
A6.1
Background

A6.1.1
Section 3.2.1 of “Transport Statistics for the areas of Regional Transport Partnerships” explained that the areas covered by the seven RTPs are all defined in terms of whole LA areas apart from Highlands & Islands and Strathclyde: the Helensburgh and Lomond areas of Argyll & Bute are in Strathclyde; and the rest of Argyll & Bute is in Highlands & Islands.  Therefore, in cases where data are available for LA areas, one should be able to combine them in order to produce "exact" figures for five of the RTPs, and "approximation" figures for Highlands & Islands and Strathclyde. 
A6.1.2
The paper showed that the number of households in the Helensburgh and Lomond areas represented only about 6% and 1% (respectively) of the total numbers in the Highlands & Islands and Strathclyde RTP areas.  It follows that figures for the LA-based "approximations" to these areas will usually be similar to those which would be obtained using an "exact" definition of the RTPs - but there could be large differences in a few cases (such as the number of rail passengers for the Highlands & Islands RTP area).  Therefore, in most cases, the LA-based approximations should provide reasonable indications of both the levels and the trends for the Highlands & Islands and Strathclyde RTP areas.  

A6.1.3
The paper provided an initial assessment of the likely availability without great difficulty of figures for RTP areas for some of the main kinds of statistics, based on Transport Statistics' understanding of the relevant systems.  For example:

· SHS results, DVLA data, road accident statistics and rail passenger numbers - figures for "exact" RTP areas should be available;

· local bus passenger numbers, road freight estimates and road traffic estimates - figures may only be available for the "LA-based approximations" of the Highland & Islands and the Strathclyde RTPs - or, in some cases, separate figures could be provided for:

· Highlands & Islands RTP excluding any of Argyll & Bute (i.e. the total for the 4 LAs which are wholly contained within the RTP area);

· Argyll & Bute;

· Strathclyde RTP area excluding any of Argyll & Bute (i.e. the total for the 11 LAs that are wholly contained within the RTP area); 

so that users could, if they wished, calculate totals for the two RTPs that would include whatever fractions of the Argyll & Bute figures that they considered appropriate in each case.  An example of what might be provided was given in the paper. 

A6.1.4
The paper noted that Transport Statistics would have to explore the availability (or otherwise) of figures for RTP areas with the bodies (e.g. DfT) which hold the detailed data.  In some of the cases where it is not possible at present to identify the Helensburgh and Lomond areas, the body which produces the figures might be able to do so in the longer-term.  However, that cannot be guaranteed, as it might require the collection of additional information and/or impose additional costs on the data suppliers: Transport Statistics would have to enquire about the implications in each case.

A6.2
Respondents' comments on this matter were as follows:
· “It would be useful to get hold of a tailored DfT expression of bus patronage for the SPT area, as distinct from the alternative approximations rehearsed (para. 3.2.3), though [this] is probably not a crucial issue.”

· “[RTP] does not disagree with the currently proposed methods of reallocating the Helensburgh and Lomond area statistics from HITRANS to the SPT area. Most figures can be reallocated on a population basis, but the caution expressed about rail figures (for example) is justified, and will need to be exercised continually in considering individual allocations. It is important that the methods chosen are applied consistently across timescales.”
· “[RTP] would also like to see disaggregated road traffic data (e.g. in tables in chapter 6 of Scottish Transport Statistics) broken down further to distinguish Lomond & Helensburgh from the rest of Argyll & Bute”. 
SG response

· in view of the apparent unreliability of the results for some small areas of DfT's sample survey of bus operators, and the fact that the survey can only provide figures for the two parts of Argyll & Bute if both DfT and the operators which make the statistical returns were to distinguish between them, it is not proposed to seek such a breakdown.
· SG could ask DfT if it could amend its road traffic estimation methodology to distinguish between the two parts of Argyll & Bute
� Other additions were: how safe from crime adults would feel when travelling by bus and train in the evening, , knowledge and use of Traveline Scotland and Transport Direct, frequency of driving in congested traffic, level of concern about traffic growth in Scotland, frequency of cycling, working from home, whether car commuters could use public transport, other purposes of car drivers' journeys to work, and travel to school.  
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