Minutes for Transport Statistics Users Group (TSUG):

Wednesday 24 November 2010
Room 1- 06, Clarence Court, 14:00 PM.

	Present:
	Martin Mayock (Chair)
Central Statistics and Research Branch
Leah Ginn
Central Statistics and Research Branch
Ailish Flanagan              Central Statistics and Research Branch
Sam Spence                    Central Statistics and Research Branch
Naomi McLaughlin        Central Statistics and Research Branch
Roger Holland
Roads Service Consultancy
Prof. Julian Hine            University of Ulster 

Alan Preston                   Regional Planning & Transport Division

Tracy Arlow
Transportation Policy Division
Maire Cairns                   Airports Branch

Desi McDonnell              Road Safety Branch



	Apologies:
	Liam McEvoy 
Roads Service Consultancy
Jenny Pyper                    Regional Planning & Transport Division 

Alison McQueen            Regional Planning & Transport Division
Gregor Kerr
                Regional Planning and Transportation Division
Bobby Carlin                  Public Transport Performance
Brian Maxwell                Roads Service
Rick Cook                       Sustrans

Celia Chambers               Transportation Policy Division  

Carla McManus               Travelwise          


	
	
	ACTION



	1.
	WELCOME / INTRODUCTIONS 

Martin welcomed everybody to the meeting, particularly Prof. Hine as the Group’s first non-Departmental member, and read out apologies from TSUG members who were unable to attend. Roger expressed Liam’s apologies for being unable to attend due to another commitment. Everyone present gave a quick introduction of themselves. Martin noted that the second meeting of the TSUG was later than originally planned due to longer than expected completion times of CSRB work-streams. Martin confirmed that the minutes from the first meeting had been circulated and accepted by correspondence.
	

	2.
	TRANSPORT STATISTICS PUBLICATIONS READERSHIP SURVEY

Ailish reviewed the main findings, as summarised in the CSRB Statistical Work Programme 2011-12, of the Transport Statistics Publications Readership Survey. Alan highlighted the value of including comparable datasets between the North and RoI in future transport publications.
	

	3.
	TRAVEL SURVEY FOR NORTHERN IRELAND (TSNI) SUB-GROUP

Roger provided an overview of the November meeting of the TSNI sub-group. Travel habits in Belfast are different to the rest of Northern Ireland. A factsheet on walking and cycling statistics for the last 10 years has been produced. The TSNI 2007-2009 Headline-Report was published in June 2010. The TSNI 2007-2009 In-depth Report will be published in Dec/Jan, with Martin and Liam to meet to finalise the publication date. The In-depth Report will include additional data tables not previously published. Leah is moving forward with the new TSNI database, which will facilitate speedier analysis of the survey data in the future. Future client ownership of the TSNI Report was being progressed.

The Group was informed that a flyer had been issued in an attempt to increase awareness, and to raise the profile, of the TSNI. It was felt that this may have only had limited success. Members suggested linking the TSNI to some upcoming relevant transport strategy launches. However, it was felt that whilst such events would indeed provide valuable marketing opportunities, if too closely aligned they may compromise the perceived independence of the statistical release. Prof. Hine suggested the Irish Transport Research Network as a possible option to present the report. Martin felt that this could be a very useful forum to highlight a number of our products, possibly in conjunction with RoI counterparts, and agreed to explore the potential for this at the next North-South Group meeting. 
	LMcE/ MM

MM

	4.
	NORTH-SOUTH TRANSPORT STATISICS GROUP

Martin reviewed the first meeting of the North-South Transport Statistics Group which took place in Dublin in June 2010. The group is comprised of policy practitioners and statisticians from RoI and NI. The main aims of the group are to share expertise, experience and methodology in order to develop/improve statistical products, such as the RoI National Travel Survey and to develop greater comparability between North and South transport datasets. An initial action of the group is to provide statistical support to the All-Island Freight Forum. The first meeting served as a ‘getting to know you’ exercise and provided an opportunity for both sides to highlight some immediate information needs. The next meeting will aim to develop a more substantive work programme. To facilitate this, Martin asked TSUG members to suggest work areas for the programme. Desi suggested future work could investigate the impact of the recession on collision/casualty data. Roger suggested congestion analysis as a future work area. Martin asked members to think further on additional areas of interest and CSRB will collate a response on this at a later date.
	All/CSRB

	5.
	NATIONAL STATISTICS ASSESSMENT

Martin explained the purpose and process of the National Statistics Assessment, which began in May 2010. CSRB were seeking re-designation of the National Statistics badge for the NI Road and Rail Quarterly Bulletin and the Transport Statistics Annual. In addition, CSRB put forward the TSNI Report for designation of the badge for the first time. The process was work intensive, but CSRB were delighted with the provisional accreditation of the National Statistics badge to all 3 publications, pending the fulfilment of 6 requirements by the end of Jan 2011. CSRB are confident of being able to show that these requirements have been met, or are in the process of being met by Jan. 2011. One of the requirements is the inclusion of new questions in the TSNI survey to collect information to better estimate total NI road casualties. Desi highlighted the need to collect crime survey and hospital data to supplement the data collected in the TSNI. Martin agreed with Desi regarding the need for cross-data collection to gain a fuller picture of potential under-reporting of road casualty accidents. Desi asked about the merits of the National Statistics badge. Martin discussed the ‘kitemark’ quality of the badge, but acknowledged the general lack of awareness regarding the merit of the badge. It was suggested that some sort of briefing event should be organised for the media in order that they better understand the status ofbadged and unbadged data/reports. Martin agreed to convey these awareness issues and briefing idea to NISRA for their consideration.


	MM

	6
	REVIEW OF OPERATION OF PRE-RELEASE ACCESS IN NORTHERN IRELAND

Martin reported that the DFP Minister, as Minister with responsibility for Statistics, had previously agreed to a review of the new pre-release process after 1 year.  To that end, CSRB had circulated a template questionnaire, designed by NISRA, on the process to various stakeholders to record their views. The completed returns have since been forwarded to NISRA for collation and consideration alongside the views from other Departments. The general feeling from DRD and DoE colleagues was that a pre-release window of 24 hours was too short a period to review and prepare a briefing for respective Ministers. Martin understood the difficulties that colleagues encountered and emphasised that there was also a burden on CSRB to provide advice and support to colleagues during the shortened pre-release period. Martin stated that whilst he was fully convinced of the merits of pre-release access, he had gradually started to come round to the view that the previous 5 day period was a better compromise. However, he is not confident that this will be re-introduced but neither did he believe that the pre-release access period would be further shortened (as being pushed for by UK Stats Authority). Martin is awaiting the NISRA report / DfP response and would hope to be able to circulate this information once it has been finalised. Martin also clarified that the pre-release period is for briefing, rather than quality assurances purposes. If technical QA is required, this will be incorporated in the production process.

Finally, Martin highlighted that NISRA is now pushing to include Arm’s Length Bodies (ALBs) under the Code of Practise and pre-release practices would also then be expected to apply to their published data if deemed official statistics. As a result NISRA will be engaging with ALBs, such as Translink, to see how they can best be brought within scope. Martin had also written to Liam about Roads Service reports and information.
	MM

	7
	CSRB STATISTICAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME 2011/12
Leah reviewed the CSRB Statistical Development Programme 2011/12 as outlined in the CSRB Statistical Work Programme 2011-12 Paper. After each section Leah invited questions from around the table.

Section 2. Information Sources

Initially Leah summarised available information sources. Roger and Alan asked about the potential to use the ‘Omnibus Survey’ as a source of information. Roger spoke specifically of questions relating to road charging which may have been commissioned 5/6 years ago. Leah acknowledged the survey as a potentially useful source of travel information and said that it could be a more appropriate vehicle for gathering certain types of information than the TSNI. 

Section 3. Proposed Way Forward
i) NI Road and Rail Bulletin (Quarterly) Publication
Leah described plans to move the NI Road and Rail Bulletin from a quarterly publication to an online electronic Excel format, with individual worksheets containing key individual data tables, which are updated on a more frequent basis, monthly where possible. CSRB will consult with users to identify current datasets, which may not be as useful as they once were, for removal. Leah outlined additional requested datasets for investigation and inclusion in future reports. Roger mentioned that his work area has no direct need for monthly data. Martin highlighted that the monthly data will be available for those who need it, in addition to the typical quarterly data. The group agreed the proposed plans.

ii) NI Transport Statistics Annual
Similarly to the quarterly publication, Leah outlined plans to consult with users to identify current datasets in the annual, which may not be as useful as they once were for removal and named several topics as listed in the CSRB Statistical Work Programme 2011-12 Paper for investigation and inclusion in future reports. The format for the annual publication is not expected to change markedly, except for the inclusion of the additional data, more trend and comparative analysis were possible. Maire suggested that CSRB should meet with PPTD to discuss particulars relating to the concessionary fares scheme data. Maire also suggested the inclusion of Rathlin and Strangford ferry travel data in the Annual publication. CSRB to investigate the availability of this data. The group agreed the proposed plans.

iii) Travel Survey for Northern Ireland
Leah updated the group on future plans to include previously unpublished data in the TSNI Report, the addition of urban/rural data, where possible and greater comparative data. Leah also listed additional data for investigation and future TSNI analysis. This would be firmed up following a planned series of meetings with key policy users in the New Year.

Leah pointed out that another December publication date for next years in depth report was thought more realistic.

Leah stressed 2 areas of currently unpublished TSNI data: cycling and the physical difficulty people have using transport. Future publications aim to publish these data. The group agreed the proposed development of the report.

Alan raised the merit of publishing data on all Section 75 questions. Leah highlighted that data on some key groups are available but not currently published in the TSNI Report. Alan and Naomi will discuss section 75 data needs and inform Leah of currently not reported groups, if any, which would be of use to their work projects. Prof. Hine suggested the inclusion of breakdowns by Low Income Group which all agreed would be very useful. Maire informed the group of a new EU policy directive investigating the accessibility of air travel. It is probable statistics will be required for this policy in the future. Considering this, CSRB will explore available air travel statistics from sources such as the NI Passenger and CAA surveys.

Desi told the group that 19 performance indicators have been selected to   monitor the new Road Safety Strategy. One of these indicators, ‘fear of cycling’, may be of interest to DRD and could be a candidate for inclusion in the TSNI.

iv) Research Areas
Leah explained that limited resources prevented CSRB from including all the suggested research topics in the CSRB action plan 2010-11. As a result 2 research topics for further research were suggested and agreed by the group. These topics are All-Ireland freight data and public transport accessibility.  Martin clarified that public transport accessibility is a broad research topic and will draw heavily on Translink management information such as timetables, routes and service frequency data. Maire reminded the group of the relevance of Rathlin data in this research. Roger asked if the recent paper on transport modelling would be of use. Martin explained this was a preliminary paper, but hoped future work arising from it would complement this research work. Alan asked Naomi to forward a copy of the paper to Jenny Pyper and himself.
	CSRB

CSRB

AP/NmcL

CSRB

NmcL

	8.
	AOB

Martin informed the group that a new and independent DoE Statistics Branch will be formed in April 2011. This may lead to a change of HOB in CSRB and hence Senior Statistician for DRD. While this was expected to have no immediate impact on TSUG, there may be future implications regarding publication responsibility for DOE travel-related data such as ‘Vehicle Registrations’. Martin suggested that a member of the new DoE branch should be invited to join TSUG. 

Roger queried whether the Web could provide a new and much less expensive method of conducting large scale population surveys. Martin felt that whilst it may be appropriate for consultation type exercises, where achieving a representative sample of views is not a key concern, the reason it was not appropriate for formal surveys was likely low response and response bias. He undertook to follow-up with NISRA CSU to ascertain whether there were likely to be any future developments on this front.
	MM

MM

	9.
	DATE OF NEXT MEETING

The date, time and venue of the next meeting to be confirmed but likely May 2011.
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