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Editorial

The more observant and knowledgeable of you may spot that I have provided below accounts of the London April and June seminars, but not the May one.  This is not because I wish to deprive you of the pleasure of reading about satellite tracking and positioning, but because already this newsletter is more like a Nile than a Thames in length - largely due to the detailed recording of the April seminar and its aftermath.  The deficiency will be made good in the next newsletter, which I hope to issue in October.

Publications

Freight traffic through UK ports in 2003
These provisional port statistics, published in May, show that in 2003: 

· Total freight traffic fell by 3.7 million tonnes (Mt) to 554.7 Mt, 0.7% down on 2002.  Crude oil traffic declined by 7% but all other traffic increased by 2%
· Inwards traffic rose by 2.4 Mt to 323.2 Mt while outwards traffic fell by 6 Mt to 231.5 Mt
· Freight traffic through the 52 major UK ports reached 537.7 Mt, down 4.4 Mt on 2002, and accounted for 97% of total UK port traffic in 2003
· Grimsby and Immingham maintained its position as the UK’s leading port

· The top ten ports in terms of tonnage were:
	
	Million tonnes

	Grimsby and Immingham
	55.9

	Tees and Hartlepool
	53.8

	London
	51.0

	Forth
	38.7

	Southampton
	35.7

	Milford Haven
	32.7

	Liverpool
	31.7

	Sullom Voe
	26.4

	Felixstowe
	22.3

	Dover
	18.8



Final figures will be published in the annual report, Maritime Statistics 2003, due out in October 2004. This will contain detailed statistics of port traffic based on information from thousands of maritime freight movements supplied by several hundred shipping lines or their agents.  The information relates to all cargoes loaded or unloaded by ship at each of the 52 major ports in the UK in 2003.  The published statistics will include the tonnage of the principal bulk commodities, and the numbers of, as well as tonnage carried by, containers, road goods vehicles and unaccompanied trailers. 
Copies of the provisional statistics are available from the Maritime Statistics Branch in DfT (telephone: 020 7944 3087) or from the Transport Statistics web site: http://www.dft.gov.uk/transtat/maritime/ 

Vehicle Speeds in Great Britain: 2003

These statistics, published by the DfT in May, relate to the speeds at which drivers choose to drive in free-flow conditions generally across the road network. The latest figures show that the proportion of motorists exceeding the speed limit in 2003 hardly changed from 2002, although driving in excess of the speed limit remains at a high level on all types of road. 

The main features of the new statistics are: 

On roads with 30 or 40mph limits (built-up) 

· On roads with a 30 mph speed limit 58% of cars exceeded that limit in 2003 compared with 59% in 2002; 25% travelled faster than 35 mph, the same as in 2002.  On 40 mph roads 27% of cars exceeded the limit, with 10% exceeding 45 mph, the same percentages as observed in 2002
· On 30 mph roads, 29% of motorcycles travelled at more than 35 mph compared with 24% in 2002.  On 40 mph roads 19% travelled at more than 45 mph, compared with 22% in 2002
· The survey also reveals a high incidence of speeding by heavy goods vehicles on built-up 30 mph roads: 53% of 2-axle heavy goods vehicles exceeded the speed limit, 21% by more than 5 mph
On other roads (non-built-up)
· The proportion of cars exceeding the speed limit on motorways, which averaged 55% between 1998 and 2002, rose to 57% in 2003. The proportion travelling faster than 80 mph also rose slightly, from about 18% between 1998 and 2002 to 20% in 2003
· The proportion of motorcycles travelling at more than 80 mph on motorways increased from 27% in 2002 to 28% in 2003; on dual carriageways the proportion fell from 26 to 23% 

· On major, non-built-up single carriageway roads, 74% of articulated HGVs were exceeding their 40 mph limit (23% by more than 10 mph). The average speed recorded for articulated HGVs on these roads was 45 mph, just 3 mph less than the average speed of cars (48 mph), for which the limit is 60 mph.

These figures, and further details, are obtainable on the Department’s web site or from: The Department for Transport, TSR1 Branch, Zone 2/14, Great Minster House, 76 Marsham Street, London SW1P 4DR, or by email from roadtraff.autocou@dft.gov.uk 

Speeds at sites where safety cameras are in operation will be covered by the report on the Safety Camera Programme 2000/01 to 2002/3, to be published shortly.
MAIB's Annual Report 2003 

The Annual Report of the Marine Accident Investigation Branch (MAIB) was published in May. It reviews the MAIB’s work in 2003 and contains a statistical breakdown of the 1,522 accidents or incidents and 27 deaths reported to the MAIB last year.  The Chief Inspector of Marine Accidents, Stephen Meyer, urged caution in interpreting the figures: “We are aware that some accidents do go unreported and many masters of foreign-flagged vessels are unaware of the legal requirement to report them.  There is no legal obligation for near misses or accidents to leisure craft, other than those being operated commercially, to be reported.  And one large accident, for example the loss of a vessel with all hands, can skew the statistics.”
The Report can be downloaded from: http://www. dft.gov.uk/stellent/groups/dft_maritimesafety/documents/page/dft_masafety_029010.pdf
Bus quality indicators: England - January to March 2004

The DfT published in June National Statistics on passenger satisfaction, bus reliability and age of fleet. The key points, in seasonally-adjusted terms unless otherwise noted, are as follows:
· In the latest quarter, the average satisfaction score given by passengers for overall service on the bus journey just completed was 81 out of 100 for England, 83 in Metropolitan areas, 82 in Shire areas and 79 in London.  Ratings for both England and London areas were up 1 point from than those obtained in the previous quarter.  The Metropolitan and Shire areas rating were unchanged over the same period
· For England and London, the average satisfaction score for reliability in the latest quarter was unchanged from the rating for the previous quarter, both still at 66 and 69 respectively. Ratings for Shires and Metropolitan areas were up by one point over the same period
· The average satisfaction rating for value for money dropped significantly in London from 78 in the previous quarter to 72 in the latest.  Despite this, the average satisfaction rating for overall service as noted above was highest ever recorded since the start of the survey in London

· The total percentage of mileage run excluding losses outside the operators’ control totalled 98.6% in the period January to March 2004 -  unchanged from the previous quarter 

· Lost mileage due to traffic congestion in London was 1.2% in the latest quarter, the lowest achieved since DfT started collating the data in 2000/01.  The reduction partly reflects the continuing impact of the congestion charge, implemented in February 2003
· The average age of buses in the DVLA database was 8.1 years at the end of March 2004, unchanged from that at the end of 2003.

This Bulletin is available from DfT, TSPT1, Zone 2/17, Great Minster House, 76 Marsham Street, London, SW1P 4DR (Tel: 020 7944 4139).  Public transport statistics can be viewed on the DfT website. 

Details of the targets agreed with the Confederation of Passenger Transport (CPT) can be found at: http://www.press.dtlr.gov.uk/pns/DisplayPN.cgi?pn_id=2002_0170
Road casualties Great Britain 2003: main results
The DfT published in June National Statistics on road casualties in Great Britain in 2003, which relate to casualties in accidents reported to the police.  Key results for 2003 include: 

· The number of deaths rose by 2% from 3,431 in 2002 to 3,508 in 2003.  37,215 people were killed or seriously injured in 2003, 6% fewer than in 2002.  There were 290,607 road casualties in Great Britain in 2003, 4% fewer than in 2002
· As road traffic levels were 1% higher than in 2002 the overall casualty rate per 100 million vehicle kilometres was 5% lower than in 2002
· Child casualties fell by 8%.  The number of children killed or seriously injured in 2003 was 4,100 (down 11% on 2002).  Of those, 2,381 were pedestrians, 16% down on 2002.  There were 171 child fatalities, 4% fewer than in 2002
· Pedestrian casualties were 36,405 in 2003, 6% lower than 2002.  There were 774 pedestrian deaths, about the same level as 2002.  Serious injuries fell by 9%, to 7,159 

· The number of pedal cyclists killed fell by 12% to 114. Total casualties among pedal cyclists fell marginally to 17,033
· There were 28,411 two-wheeled motor vehicle user casualties in 2003, 58 more than in 2002. The number of seriously injured increased by 1% to 6,959 and the number killed by 14%, to 693
· The number of deaths among car users was 1,769, 1% more than in the previous year.  The number of seriously injured fell by 9%, to 15,522.  Total casualties among car users were 188,342, 5% lower than 2002.  Provisional traffic estimates show a 1% rise in car and taxi traffic
· There were 214,030 road accidents involving personal injury in 2003, 3% less than in 2002.  Of these, 32,160 accidents involved death or serious injury
These figures, and further details, are available from The Department for Transport, TSR5, Zone 2/18, Great Minster House, 76 Marsham Street, London SW1P 4DR.  This information is available on the DfT website.
A more comprehensive analysis of casualty statistics will be published later this year in Road Casualties Great Britain: 2003.
Sea passenger statistics: First quarter 2004
The DfT published in June provisional National Statistics on sea passengers travelling on short-sea routes, for the first quarter of 2004.  During this period there were: 

· 3.8 million international sea passenger journeys to and from the UK, 8% lower than in the same quarter last year.  Arrivals and departures to the UK each totalled 1.9 million, down 8% and 9% respectively compared to the same quarter last year
· 2.2 million international passenger journeys through Dover (58% of all international passenger journeys), a reduction of 10% compared with the same quarter last year.  There were 0.39 million international journeys through Portsmouth, the next largest port for international sea passenger traffic (down 4% on the same quarter last year)
· 0.52 million domestic sea passenger journeys between Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the Isle of Man and the Channel Islands, 1% higher than the same quarter last year.

· For comparison, during the same period there were 3.1 million passenger journeys through the Channel Tunnel, 1% higher than in the same quarter last year. 

International and domestic sea passengers on short sea routes1: 2001 - 2004 
Sea passenger information is also published annually by the Department in Maritime Statistics (tables 3.1 and 3.2)and Transport Statistics Great Britain (tables 6.12 and 6.13). Summary quarterly information is also published by ONS in the Monthly Digest of Statistics. 

Copies of the bulletin are available from the Maritime Statistics Branch in DfT (telephone: 020-7944 4121). The bulletin is also available from the Department’s website.  The contact for Sea Passenger inquiries is Steve Wellington (telephone: 020-7944 4131; Email: steve.wellington@dft.gov.uk.  
National Travel Survey: 2003 Provisional Results

The DfT published in July National Statistics about the travel habits of residents of Great Britain.  The main findings include: 

· On average, GB residents travelled 6,800 miles in 2003.  This was an increase of 6% in the 10 years since 1992/1994, reflecting a 13% increase in the average length of trip, from 6.1 to 6.9 miles
· The average number of trips made in 2003 was 1,000 per person per year, a fall of 6% in the last 10 years
· The average time spent travelling around Great Britain has remained at about 360 hours per person per year, or about an hour a day
· 27% of households in Great Britain did not have access to a car in 2003, compared with 33% 10 years previously.  Only 20% of people lived in households without a car, as households without cars tend to be smaller than average
· The proportion of women holding full car driving licences has increased from 54 to 61% since 1992/1994, while the proportion of men holding licences has remained at 81%. Licence holding among those aged 60-69 rose from 57 to 73% over this period
· Car travel accounted for four fifths of the total distance travelled.  Overall, the distance travelled by car increased by 6% over the last 10 years
· The number of walking trips fell by 20% in the last 10 years.
· The number of commuting trips per person per year fell by 6% in the last 10 years, but the average trip length rose by 14%
· Since 1992/1994, the proportion of primary-aged children walking to school has declined from 61 to 53%, with an increase from 30 to 39% in the numbers being driven to school.  For secondary school pupils there was a similar shift from walking to car use
DfT have discovered that some trip end times for 2002 were incorrectly coded.  This led to inflated times for such trips and also affected imputation of missing values for trip mileage and the identification of main mode for some trips.  Revised figures for 2002 are presented in this Bulletin, and the 2002 Bulletin National Travel Survey: 2002 has been revised on the DfT website.

The bulletin is available in hard copy from Spencer Broadley, Zone 2/15, Great Minster House, 76 Marsham Street, London SW1P 4DR (tel: 020 7944 3097), or by e-mail: national.travelsurvey@dft.gov.uk; also on the transport statistics website: http://www.dft.gov.uk/stellent/groups/dft_transstats/documents/page/dft_transstats_030032.hcsp
It has been released as soon as possible for the benefit of users, but should be regarded as provisional until the full database is available.  More detailed data for 2002/2003 combined will be published in Focus on Personal Travel early in 2005. 
Road Traffic Statistics: 2003
Traffic in Great Britain Q2 2004
In August the DfT published National Statistics on traffic in Great Britain - which grew by an estimated 0.8% between 2002 and 2003, slightly less than the provisional estimate of 1.4%.  The latest provisional figures show growth of 2.0% between the second quarters of 2003 and 2004.  Taken together, these figures do not suggest a change in the underlying rate of growth of between 1 and 2% since 1999. 

2003 figures 
Key results from the statistical bulletin Road Traffic Statistics: 2003 - which provides detailed analyses of road traffic estimates by vehicle type, road class and geographic area - show that between 2002 and 2003: 

· Car traffic levels were virtually unchanged
· Goods vehicle traffic and light van traffic increased by 0.4% and 5.2% respectively
· Two-wheeled motor vehicle traffic rose more than any other category with an increase of 10.4%
· Motorway traffic rose by 0.3%
· Traffic on other major roads rose by 1.1%
· Traffic on minor roads rose by 0.6%
Second quarter 2004 figures 

These provisional figures show an estimated increase in traffic levels of 2.0% between the second quarter of 2003 and the second quarter of 2004.  This is very similar to the rate of growth to the first quarter of 2004 and in line with the assessment that the underlying rate of growth is between 1 and 2%.  Key results include: 

· A 4% increase in traffic on motorways 

· 2% growth in car traffic 

· Rises of 4% in light van and goods vehicle traffic
Statistics bulletins SB(04)32 and SB(04)7 Road Traffic Statistics: 2003 and Traffic in Great Britain Q2 2004 are available from DfT, TSR2, Zone 2/14, Great Minster House, 76 Marsham Street, London, SW1P 4DR (Tel: 020 7944 3095).  The bulletins will be available for viewing at the following address: www.dft.gov.uk/transtat/roadtraff
Road goods vehicles travelling to mainland Europe – second quarter 2004
The DfT published in August National Statistics on the number of road goods vehicles travelling to mainland Europe from Great Britain : second quarter 2004.  The figures for foreign-registered vehicles (and hence total powered vehicles and the overall number of vehicles) are seasonally adjusted to help identify underlying trends, especially changes between successive quarters.  All other figures - which show no evidence of seasonality - are presented on an unadjusted basis.  During the second quarter of 2004:
· The total number of vehicles travelling to mainland Europe was 673,000 – a 3% increase from both the previous quarter and the second quarter of 2003
· 473,500 of this total were powered vehicles – a 2% increase from the previous quarter, and a 5% increase from the second quarter of 2003
· the number of unaccompanied trailers increased by 7% from the previous quarter, but fell by 1% from the second quarter of 2003
· UK-registered vehicles accounted for 25% of all powered vehicles - compared with 26% a year ago
Survey results are broken down by country of vehicle registration, by country of disembarkation and by GB port group.  Separate figures are given for powered vehicles and unaccompanied trailers. 

The report is available free of charge from Lisa Ayers, Transport Statistics Freight Division, tel: 0117 372 8484, Email: lisa.ayers@dft.gsi.gov.uk and from http://www.dft.gov.uk/stellent/groups/dft_transstats/documents/page/dft_transstats_030513.hcsp
Survey of van activity 2003

The DfT published in August National Statistics on the activity of company owned vans within Great Britain.  The survey was carried out over the period from April until December 2003, and the results have been used to produce estimates for year 2003.  During that time around 3,500 owners of company owned vans registered in Great Britain were asked to provide details of trips they made on specific days, including the time and day of journey, the reason for trip, the type of goods and equipment carried, the type of business the vehicle is used for and the information relating to the origin and destination of journeys.  Key findings for company owned vans are: 

· 35% of the distance travelled by company vans is in connection with the collection or delivery of goods
· 32% of travel is performed between home and work, and a further 19% when vans are travelling between jobs
· Only 3% of the distance travelled is for personal use, compared with 17% for privately owned vans
· The peak periods for travel during the week are between 7am and 9am, and between 4pm and 6pm when around 30% of vans are in use
· At weekends, no more than 4% of vans are in use during any one hour period
· The construction industry accounts for 29% of vehicle kilometres, and the wholesale and retail trade for 19%
· The transport of tools, machinery and equipment accounts for just over half (54%) of all travel
· Vans are empty for 13% of total distance travelled
· 84% of distance travelled is for journeys that start and end in the same Government Office Region, although for journeys starting in London the share is lower (73%)
· 15% of distance is travelled with vans over three quarter full, and 36% with vans less than one quarter full
For all vans combined (company owned and privately owned) the key findings are: 

· At weekends, three quarters of the vans in use are privately owned, in contrast on weekdays less than a half of vans in use are privately owned
· Travel for personal reasons becomes more important at weekends, especially on Sundays, mainly at the expense of collection and delivery and travelling between jobs.

This new survey is being carried out continuously and the bulletin gives results for 2003. 

Company owned vans are defined as vehicles which do not exceed 3.5 tonnes gross vehicle weight in the private and light goods taxation class with van body types (panel van, light goods, light van, box van, luton van, specially fitted van, car derived van, pick up, van and van with side windows) which are company owned.  A van is company owned if the registered keeper is Company or Company (Messrs). 

The sample was selected from the records of the Driver and Vehicle Licensing Agency.  It was stratified by van type and Government Office Region of vehicle registration.  The sample results have been grossed to provide estimates of the activity of all company owned vans. 

Copies of this bulletin are available from DfT, tel: 020 7944 4442 and from the Department’s website http://www.dft.gov.uk/stellent/groups/dft_transstats/documents/page/dft_transstats_030520.hcsp. 

For statistical enquiries on the survey please contact Paul McDonnell, Transport Statistics Freight Division.

Tel: 020 7944 4442

Email: Paul.McDonnell@dft.gsi.gov.uk
Light rail passenger journeys: England 2003/04
The number of passenger journeys on modern light rail systems in England increased by 4.9% in the year to 31 March 2004, to 142.9 million.  For trends in patronage over the last 7 years and the most recent annual percentage changes see Passenger journeys 
Much of the growth in recent years has been in London, on Docklands Light Railway (DLR) and Croydon Tramlink.  In the last year, passenger growth on each of those systems increased by 6%.  The City Airport extension to the DLR is under construction, so further growth is expected in the coming years. Nottingham Express Transit is the latest system to open.  It opened in March 2004, close to the end of the financial year, but the initial patronage was recorded.
There are currently 7 modern light rail systems in operation in England:

· Tyne and Wear Metro opened in the early 1980s and was extended to Sunderland in March 2002. Route length is 78 kilometres
· Docklands Light Railway opened in 1987 and extended to Lewisham in 1999.  Its route length is 27 km.  City Airport extension is under construction
· Manchester Metrolink opened in 1992 and was extended to Salford Quays and Eccles in 2000. Route length is 39 km
· Stagecoach Supertram (Sheffield) opened in 1994 and is 29km. long
· Midland Metro opened in May 1999.  It runs between Birmingham and Wolverhampton, a route length of 20 km
· Croydon Tramlink opened in May 2000 and covers 28km on three lines
· Nottingham Express Transit opened in March 2004.  Its route length is 14km.

In addition to these services, there is the Blackpool tram service. a heritage light rail service not included in the table above.  Patronage on this service fell by 18% in 2003/04, in part owing to the closure of 5 kms of track for refurbishment work in early 2004.

This release presents the key figures.  Statistics for individual light rail systems, national rail and other public modes of transport will be published in Transport Statistics Great Britain in October.
An accompanying light rail fact sheet published in August provides further information on these systems.  It can be found by following the links from http://www.dft.gov.uk/transtat/publictransport/.  A paper copy of the fact sheet can be obtained by contacting Paul O'Hara in Transport Statistics on 020 7944 3076 or by e-mail request to bus.statistics@dft.gov.uk..
The Department’s PSA for bus and light rail patronage is now defined as “an increase in use of more than 12% by 2010 compared with 2000 levels with growth in all regions”.

Scottish Household Survey Travel Diary results for 2002

The main points from this Scottish Executive Statistical Bulletin, published in May, are:
· About two-thirds of adults’ reported journeys were by car or van: 52% as a driver, and 15% as a passenger.  17% were by foot, 11% were bus journeys, 2% were taxi/minicab journeys and 1% were by rail
· The modes of travel differed between the sexes: 61% of journeys by men were as a driver of a car or van compared with 44% of journeys by women

· There were also big differences between age groups: the main mode was as a driver of a car or van for 12% of journeys by adults in the 16-19 age group and 27% of journeys by people aged 80+, compared with 62% of journeys by adults in the 30-49 age-groups

· The modes of travel varied with the purpose of the journey.  60% of commuting journeys were as a driver of a car or van, as were 67% of escort journeys and 77% of business journeys, compared with only 24% of journeys by adults going out to eat or drink
· The percentage of journeys made by foot rose from 10-15% for those in professional, managerial, technical and skilled occupations to 29% for those in unskilled occupations.  Also, the percentage of journeys which were made as a driver of a car or van rose from 29% for adults in households with an annual net income of up to £10,000 p.a. to 70% for adults in the “over £40,000” band.  There were marked differences between different types of area: 43% of journeys by adults who lived in large urban areas were made as the driver of a car/van, compared with 67% for those who lived in rural areas
· The proportion of journeys made as the driver of a car has increased slightly each year, from 49.9% in 1999 to 52.0% in 2002.  The proportion of journeys made by bus has also increased each year, from 9.4% in 1999 to 10.5% in 2002
· Overall, most adults’ journeys were for commuting (24%) or shopping (23%).  There was some variation with sex: for example, 26% of journeys by women were for the purpose of shopping compared with 20% of men’s journeys
· Over a third of adults’ reported journeys were less than 2 km “as the crow files”.  Only 4% were 40 km and over

· In 2002, the overall average (mean) journey distance was over 9 km, but half of all journeys were about 3.5 km or less

· There were differences in the median distance travelled by journey purpose: a median of about 9 km for business journeys compared with about 5 km for commuting journeys and 3 km for shopping trips. And, the median distances for journeys made by adults who lived in rural areas in 2001/2002 was about 8 km, markedly higher than the overall median

· There were fewer journeys on Sundays than on each of the other days of the week.  There were more shopping journeys on a Saturday (21% of all shopping journeys compared with 12-16% on each of the other days).  There are higher percentages of journeys for “visiting friends and relatives” at the weekends than during the week
· People of different ages tend to travel at different times of the day.  For example, around 17-19% of journeys by adults in the 16-59 age-groups started between 7am and 9:30am compared with 7-10% for people aged 60+.  Journey start time also varies with the purpose of the journey.
· There were considerable differences in journey duration between the main modes of travel: between 27-36% of walking, cycling, car or van, and taxi/minicab journeys took 5 to 10 minutes, compared with 7% of bus journeys.  There was also variation with the purpose and start time of the journey: 26% of business journeys were over 3 hours long compared with 1% of commuting journeys, and 12% of journeys starting before 7am took 3 hours and over, compared with 1-2% of journeys starting from 12 noon onwards
· 59% of car or van drivers’ journeys were made unaccompanied.  27% were made with two people in the car.  86% of commuting journeys made as the driver of a car or van were unaccompanied.  The proportion of journeys made as the driver of a car in which the person was unaccompanied has increased slightly each year, from 55.5% in 1999 to 59.2% in 2002
· Most journeys are made within the same Council area, or group of areas.
Copies of this and the following report are available, price £2, from Scottish Executive Publication Sales, The Stationery Office Bookshop, 71 Lothian Road, Edinburgh EH3 9AZ, tel: 0131 228 4181

Scottish Executive: Key 2003 Road Accident Statistics

The main points from this bulletin, published in June, include, for the year 2003:
· The provisional total number of people killed in road accidents in Scotland was 332: an increase of 28 over the figure for 2002, but the fourth lowest total since current records began more than fifty years ago
· There were 2,931 people recorded as seriously injured in road accidents, 290 (9%) fewer than in 2002, and the lowest figure since records of the numbers of serious injuries began in 1950
· There were 15,406 people recorded as slightly injured, 329 fewer than in 2002, and the lowest number since 1955
· The total number of casualties was 18,669, 591 lower than in 2002, and the lowest figure since 1953
· 3,263 people were killed or seriously injured, 33% below the 1994-98 average of 4,838.  The reduction so far has been greater than would be needed to achieve the 2010 target fall of 40% by means of a constant annual percentage reduction
· 431 children were killed or seriously injured, 49% below the 1994-98 average of 842, so the target of a 50% reduction by 2010 has almost been achieved
· A total of 11,706 car users were injured in road accidents, 185 of whom died (20% more than the previous year).  There were 2,971 pedest:rian casualties including 63 killed (14% less than the previous year)
· There were 1,111 motorcyclist, 877 bus and coach user and 800 pedal cyclist casualties

· There were 2,470 child casualties, 275 fewer than in 2002.  They included 17 killed: 3 deaths more than in 2002.
At the time of writing, 2002 is the latest year for which there is an estimate of the total volume of traffic for Scotland as a whole.  The slight casualty rate of 38.12 casualties per 100 million vehicle kilometres in 2002 was 18% below the 1994-98 baseline average of 46.29, so the 2010 target of a 10% reduction has already been achieved.


News

Cameras save 100 lives a year

An independent report evaluating the first three years of the safety camera scheme was published in June.  Key results show that:
· There was a 40% reduction in the number of people killed or seriously injured (KSI): there were 870 fewer KSIs per year, including over 100 fewer deaths
· There was a 33% fall in injury accidents - 4,030 fewer per year
· There was a 35% reduction in pedestrians killed or seriously injured
· Average speed at urban sites fell by around 8%
· The number of vehicles speeding at new camera sites dropped by 71%
· The benefit to society through casualties saved is about £221 million per year
The release of the casualty data coincides with the publication of detailed camera site data.  This shows the location of every approved camera site and gives the road safety justification.  The three year report and data on individual camera sites are available at http://www.dft.gov.uk/
A new structure for a better railway

Transport Secretary Alistair Darling published in July the White Paper, ‘The Future of Rail’, concluding his review of the railways.  It sets out a blueprint that will enable track and train operators to improve performance through closer working at a local level. It will give Network Rail a stronger role as network operator, putting it in charge of industry planning, timetables and co-ordinating service recovery following problems on the track.  Ministers will take charge of the key strategic rail decisions, and will devolve power where appropriate.  Alistair Darling said: “Last year the railways carried over a billion passengers for the first time since the 1960s…  The proposals I am announcing today streamline the structure of the organisation of the railway, they provide a single point of accountability for performance, allow closer working between track and train and provide for greater local and devolved decision making.  We are putting the organisation of the railways on a stable long-term footing backed by increased funding.”
The White Paper is available on the DfT’s website.  The new structure is based on 6 key changes: 

· The Government will take charge of setting the strategy for the railways.  It will have clear agreements with each part of the industry, set levels of public expenditure and take decisions on what it should buy.  The SRA will be closed and its strategic functions and financial obligations moved to the DfT.  The Office of Rail Regulation will ensure the Government pays the correct price for what it wants
· Network Rail will be given clear responsibility for operating the network and for its performance. It will ensure passengers get a more reliable service and will lead industry planning, set timetables and take charge when incidents on the network threaten delay.  It will change its Governance structure to help it fulfill its new role 

· Track and train companies will work more closely together.  In time the number of franchises will be reduced and aligned more closely with Network Rail’s regional structure.  There will be greater clarity of roles and incentives will be aligned 

· There will be an increased role for the Scottish Executive, the Welsh Assembly Government and the Government and the London Mayor, and more local decision-making in England.  They will be given increased flexibility over passenger services and, where appropriate, infrastructure
· The Office of Rail Regulation will cover safety, performance and cost.  The regulatory system will be streamlined to reduce bureaucracy and encourage culture change.  Safety regulation will transfer from HSE to ORR, but remain independent of Government and the industry
· A better deal for freight will enable the industry and its customers to invest for the long term. Freight operators will be given greater certainty about their rights on the national network, and a group of key routes will be identified on which freight will enjoy and pay for more assured rights of access.

Government crackdown on uninsured driving

A package of measures to crack down on the menace of uninsured motorists was announced in August by Road Safety Minister David Jamieson.  The Government will target the estimated one million motorists on our roads driving without insurance.  Figures show that these anti social drivers are: 

· 10 times more likely to have been convicted of drink driving

· 6 times more likely to have been convicted of driving an unsafe vehicle 

· 3 times more likely to have been convicted of driving without due care and attention.

Accidents involving these motorists cost over £200 million a year, adding up to £30 a year to motor premiums of each law abiding motorist. 

The DfT plans to: 

· Give the police the power to seize and, in appropriate cases, destroy vehicles that are being driven uninsured
· Link the DVLA’s Vehicle Register and the Motor Insurance Databases, allowing police to know which vehicles on the road are uninsured
· Allow fixed penalties for people who ignore reminders that their insurance has expired.

The DfT is discussing with relevant stakeholders concerted action by insurance companies to improve the Motor Insurance Database; simpler and clearer notification procedures so that no one is in any doubt when their insurance expires; and the issue of automatic reminders to those motorists who forget to insure on time. 

The proposed new measures were outlined at the launch of the independent Greenaway Report into uninsured driving.  Copies of the report can be obtained from: DfT Publications, PO Box 236, Wetherby LS23 7NB; Tel: 0870 1226 236; Fax: 0870 1226 237.  Electronic copies can also be found at http://www.dft.gov.uk/stellent/groups/dft_rdsafety/documents/page/dft_rdsafety_030393.hcsp 


Seminar: Dissemination of transport statistics
A joint seminar by the TSUG and the Royal Statistical Society was held at Great Minster House on Wednesday 21 April.  There were three speakers: Antonia Roberts, Head of Profession for Statistics, DfT; Frank Dixon, Transport Statistician, Scottish Executive; and Miles Logie, Director, Minnerva Ltd.
I’m afraid I wasn’t able to attend the seminar.  The following account is drawn from a copy I have been given of the speakers’ presentational material, and what amounts to a virtual transcript of the question-and-answer session by Alison Hill.  I have incorporated comments received from the DfT and SE on my draft text. 
Antonia began proceedings with a question: “Finding your way round transport statistics - where should I look?  Whom do I ask?”  The answer lies with the producers of these statistics: the DfT; the devolved administrations; the Strategic Rail Authority (SRA); the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA); Transport for London (TfL); and the Office for National Statistics (ONS).  She itemised their outputs as follows:
DfT (www.dft.gov.uk)
· Road statistics

· Traffic (from automatic and manual counts)

· Accidents (from police reports)

· Conditions (visual and machine based surveys)
· Vehicle stock (DVLA records)

· VED evasion (spot surveys of number plates)
· Public road transport
· Bus and coach surveys (operator surveys)

· Taxi and car hire (licensing authorities)
· Personal travel (household interviews)

· Maritime travel

· Ports traffic (port authority returns)

· Freight (shipping company returns)

· Passenger (shipping company returns)

· Fleet (Lloyd’s database)

· Inland waterway traffic

Although most statistics are for Great Britain, some relate just to England and Wales.  Many are available at a Regional level and some for even smaller areas.  In addition to the regular statistics, attitude surveys and transport research may be undertaken, and special analyses made on request, though these will not necessarily be free, and because of confidentiality constraints some material will not be made available. 
CAA (www.caa.co.uk)
· Airline performance
· Activity at airports

· Safety

SRA (www.sra.gov.uk)
· Rail usage and performance

· Fares

· Investment and Government support

· Infrastructure
Data relevant to transport are also produced by other government departments, eg
Home Office

· Data on motoring offences
Environment Agency
· Data on transport and the environment
Department of Health

· Data on causes of hospitalisation

ONS (www.statistics.gov.uk)
· International Passenger Survey

TfL (www.tfl.gov.uk)
All new DfT publications can be downloaded free from the DfT website, and the key tables are available in PDf, CSV or EXCEL formats.  Publications are also accessible from the ONS website; and, of course, it is still possible to get publications in hard copy.
Antonia went on to describe DfT’s regular publications - TSGB; Transport trends; and around 30 specialist publications -  then passed the baton to Frank Dixon.

Frank’s subject was transport statistics produced by the Scottish Executive.  Its small Transport Statistics unit (4½ staff in total) relied on two local sources of detailed data: transport-related results from the Scottish Household Survey (see page 7 above for some key findings from 2002) and road accident data.  Apart from these sources it was heavily dependent on the DfT and others for figures on many topics.

The figures and tables, howsoever obtained, are accessible both in hard copy and on the web (www.scotland.gov.uk/transtat/latest).  Publications include:

· Scottish Transport Statistics
· 3 bulletins of Scottish Household Survey results

· Road Accidents Scotland

· Bus and Coach Statistics

· Travel by Scottish Residents

A range of statistics also appeared in the Executive’s publication “Transport Indicators for Scotland”.

The website www.scotland.gov.uk/transtat offers a wide range of material in addition to publications: data on methodology and background; consultation, through the Transport & Travel Statistics Advisory Committee and the Liaison Group on Road Accident Statistics; and links to Scottish Executive transport policy, the Transport Model for Scotland and transport research.  It lists contacts, and has links with external sites such as the DfT.

Updates, major revisions and corrections, and extras not included in the main publications are also put on the web.
Following suggestions from and discussions with users, including quality reviews, the unit is continuing to develop - improving publications by adding more tables, charts and other material; putting more updated tables on the web between editions; and the Scottish Household Survey were developing a ‘simple' SHS data set.  

Antonia closed the proceedings by mentioning some forthcoming developments, eg:

· Using a better search engine for the DfT website, and adding a site map and index
· Neighbourhood statistics, including population, housing and crime data; cars and road accidents; and transport access indicators currently being developed

· Clickable maps, such as traffic and accidents for individual roads

· Regular on-line updates of TSGB

And inviting comments from the audience.

The presentation included a list of websites, many of which I have incorporated in the text above.

Before Miles Logie’s presentation there was a lengthy Q&A session.  
Q: Isn’t the term road “accident” a misnomer?  Really the phrase should be “road crash”.  There is some research on the link between the reduction in child casualties and the reduction of walking done by children.  Parents have acted to “withdraw” their children from near roads.  Would data on “road danger” not be more useful ?

Alan Oliver: Language is important and discussions have been held within DfT.  The reclassification of road accidents to road casualties is a step in the right direction.  The Standing Committee has considered a range of views on this issue.  With respect to ‘danger’ this relates to exposure levels, and if the aim were to focus on the risk to pedestrians there would need to be better measures of both pedestrian activity and traffic than currently exist.  Resident population figures have been used as a measure, but are inadequate.  Bringing disaggregated data together on traffic and speeds is on the Department’s wish list, and advances in GPS technology will help.  The Quality Review will improve data collection at the local level.

Q: Information on CO2 emissions from different modes of transport/vehicle types was not forthcoming from any Government Department contacted.  For example, how do diesel trains and Eurostar compare, and does the data account for occupancy levels?

Dorothy Salathiel: Defra [Department for Environment, Food, and Rural Affairs] should be able to offer advice on this matter.

AR will take the question back to her team.

Q: How much information is made publicly available on the quality of the data sets?

AR: StatBase on the National Statistics website provides such information.  New protocols coming though National Statistics will help to improve this issue, but there may be a need to take this further.

Q: A lot of crashes are not reported to the police, and this is revealed by hospital statistics for road crashes.  Road Peace has produced a report on this.

AO: DfT are aware of these anomalies, and comparative data are being investigated.  The extent of the variation between the two data sources varies according to the type of accident, and DfT is investigating these discrepancies in terms of the impact on the assessment of total casualties, and the impact of tracking Government targets to improve road safety.  The question that arises is how to systematically monitor the differences and, aside from tracking hospital statistics, there may be a case for gathering data via a social survey (i.e. adding a question in to one of the main omnibus surveys).

Q: Although the 10-year transport plan had as one of its aims the reduction of congestion, there isn’t much data relating to congestion.

AO: The biggest area of development is in measures of congestion.  Tracking of average speeds has been tried, but these were not comprehensive and so the initiative is been expanded.  There is a need for new data sources, such as: Traffic Master; motorway incident detection loops from the Highways Agency; data from the new Traffic Control Centre; and GPS and SatNav tracking data from urban areas, gathered in partnership with Local Authorities.  These data sources will provide data on journey times for individual roads.  All these are at the very early stages, and trials are being run to eliminate bias, and to provide quality checks.  The hope is that, once these are further developed, retrospective time-series data will be available from 2002 onwards.

FD: The Scottish Executive collects ‘congestion monitoring’ data for 22 stretches of trunk road  (nothing on Local Authority roads).  Also, the Scottish Household Survey Travel Diary asks if car drivers’ journeys were affected by congestion (the sample is too small to provide information about individual routes).  

Q: No figures appear to be available on the income received by rail freight companies so that a comparison can be made with rail passenger income.

The questioner also stated that in the debate over whether the DfT should continue to publish paper based publications, some consideration needs to be given to archiving: paper provides a long-term retrievable source, and will continue to be needed for libraries.  Later, it was argued that shared use of a library copy was more cost-effective than people down- loading and printing their own individual copies, and that it was easier to find one’s way round the electronic version of a publication if one had a paper copy of an earlier edition.  Many hands were raised when the Chair asked who wanted printed publications.

AR: The question on rail freight data has been logged - there is no information currently available.

The DfT does have an archiving policy, but the richness of a complete dataset (e.g. on a spreadsheet) is not reproducible on paper.

Q: The DfT needs a better search engine on its website.  Dates need to be added on all search returns, as do dates of when the pages were last updated, and when the next update is expected to occur.  The way DfT classifies its statistics doesn’t correspond with other Government departments, which hampers cross-comparisons, e.g. by Standard Industry Classification.

AR: The way forward is to enable users to build their own datasets more easily.

Q: There needs to be an index of public transport costs that shows differential pricing and discounting data.  Without this, the real costs are very difficult to ascertain.

AR: The question has been logged.

Q: It’s hard to find any data on water-borne passenger journeys, aside from long-haul journeys.

FD: The publication ‘Scottish Transport Statistics’ had data available on pages 176 – 186, with maps!  

Q: I’m more interested in the Isle of Wight!

Q: To what extent are there liaisons to ensure international comparability of data?  Are common units being used, because there are discrepancies that cannot easily be explained?

AR: Not all countries produce data of equal quality, even where legislation underpins its production.  More work needs to be done to promote common definitions, as legislation itself is not necessarily the way forward.

Q: The main requirement for most users is to have local and regional data.  Casualty data is moving onto the National Statistics website and accessibility planning data is being released to local authorities.  Can the NTS be broken down to local authority level?

AR: The sample size is too small.  A sample boost is possible - but only for those willing to pay.
Q: Are there plans to upload older data sets onto the DfT’s website, e.g. from 10 years ago ?

AR: This is a resource issue, but there are plans to make more historic data available.  This is an issue on which the DfT wants feedback.  Transport Trends is one publication where this problem is already being addressed.
Q: Eurostat will automatically email news releases to registered users; can DfT introduce this?

AR: There are no plans to do so, but there is a list of forthcoming publications on the website that’s regularly updated.  There are also plans to tag data with the date of the next update.  Press releases are also issued and this function could possibly be expanded.

Mike Haslam: CLIP TS website has an alert function that includes DfT statistics, amongst others.

FD: The Scottish Executive also has an alerts system for those who had used its website to register their interest in Scottish transport statistics.

Q: ONS and the DfT should be commended for making so much data publicly available for free.

Q: I would like to commend DfT for not making extensive use of colour (e.g. for lines on graphs), hence making it easier for people to print or photocopy the material.

AR: The point about colour is made to her team!
Q: Is it possible to look at the consistency of headings on data?  It appears to occur mainly where DfT gets information from privatised companies, so is an input issue.  Also, is there any chance of deepening the samples on certain data sets, e.g. where previous surveys have produced large ‘other’ categories?

MH: This is an administrative classification issue and nothing to do with sampling.  It often relates to DVLA data.

Q: DfT tends to use more time-based cross sections, and as definitions change comparisons become difficult to make.

AR: DfT is constrained by the underpinning data sources, but the Transport Statistics Great Britain web datasets will have more time series data as it’s easier to have this on the web as spreadsheet downloads.

Q: Can the DfT provide more cross links to other data sets?

AR: DfT is keen to do so, but there are practical constraints.
* * *

Miles Logie entitled his presentation ‘Getting a good view on transport information - infrastructures for transport data dissemination.’  His company, Minnerva, was a specialised consultancy working for the public sector and other clients in transport planning and modelling, software development and data handling.  Its wide experience suggests that although much money has been spent on transport data collection
· Full potential has not been adequately exploited

· Access by occasional and non-specialist users is a problem

· Organisational and project boundaries limit potential

· Statistical procedures can enrich and extend the useful life of data

His suggested strategies for data dissemination were:
· Exploitation of technology:
· Web-based systems with controlled access for all or selected groups
· GIS for intuitive presentation of spatially complex data

· Downloads to keep expert users happy

· Metadata to ensure that the context and limitations of data are clear

· Organisational requirements:

· Creators and users of data retain responsibility for quality and agree data protocols

· Centralised data warehouse or repository to provide security

· Administrator to oversee smooth running

He gave some examples of what he meant, drawing on Minnerva’s experience on the Birmingham GIFT and London ROMULUS projects, as well as Minnerva’s Transport Assessor, the aims of which are to:

· Provide a convenient repository of transport information that is widely accessible

· Offer a system that is sensitive to different transport interests and perspectives

· Enable information handling to be out-sourced if desired

He examined in detail the Transport Assessor modus operandi and user operation, with a plethora of on-screen examples that I cannot easily reproduce here, and completed his presentation with the following summary:

· There are exciting transport data dissemination systems in development

· Using customised off-the-shelf software

· Operational examples available

· Common themes and techniques are emerging

· Web-enabled GIS

· Metadata

· A prospect of rich information sources exploiting new methodologies is in sight.

Alison Hill’s summary was: Information, such as that produced by local authorities for Local Transport Plans, needs to be made more accessible.  The life-cycle of data also needs to be considered: once produced, what happens?  How can data be disseminated and how can single data sets be enriched, e.g. by synthesising them with others?

There were two questions.  First, is Romulus able to handle other household based survey data, such as the National Travel Survey?  Can it be used for mapping?

Miles Logie: Romulus is a customisation of Nesstar, i.e. designed to handle social science data, and therefore able to cope with the NTS.  The mapping capabilities of Romulus are being extended.

AR: DfT is exploring the options for making more data available and linking them with other sites.

Q: Much more is needed on metadata and data quality issues.

ML: Standardisation is a concern.  Romulus is looking critically at the use of DDI (data description initiative) for transport data.  As to metadata, TSUG might consider what should be collected.

* * *
Early in August the DfT posted the following on its website:

“DfT welcomed the opportunity to hear user views at the recent Joint TSUG/RSS seminar ‘Finding your way round Transport Statistics’.  Below is a summary of DfT’s response to the concerns raised. 

Data sources and data analysis
Road casualties:
There are a number of initiatives to extend the scope of published analysis.

· Development of a consistent approach to the collection of information about contributory factors to accidents. 

· We are setting up a research project to investigate the level of under recording of road casualties in police records 

· Summary statistics are now published on a quarterly basis 

· Results for individual local authorities are to be published annually on the DfT website

Congestion:
The DfT is enhancing its congestion monitoring capability by developing existing and new data sources (for example GPS data derived from in-vehicle tracking devices) and measures which better reflect the key aspects of congestion, such as delays (including those caused by road works and incidents), journey time reliability and peak spreading.

In particular the DfT has secured an agreement that will provide data collected from satellite navigation systems fitted in over 50,000 private and commercial vehicles.  This will enable DfT to produce detailed reports on the pattern and location of congestion, identifying congestion hot-spots and showing the impact of measures to tackle the problems.  The resulting information will be available for use by DfT, the Highways Agency, Transport Direct and local authorities. 

Rail statistics:
The SRA is in the lead on collection, analysis and publication of information on railways.  A wide range of statistics is published quarterly on patronage, passenger receipts, punctuality and freight volumes. The SRA collects information on volume of freight, from private freight operators, but not on income or costs.  The range of detail on freight operations will increase significantly when the EU Rail statistics regulation is implemented, including information on origin and destination flows.

Passenger transport fares indices

A rail fares index is compiled by SRA and published in the Quarterly Bulletin.  It tracks fares for a variety of ticket types. 

The DfT Bus Fares Index is being revamped, following the recommendation of the recent Quality Review of Bus and Coach Statistics.  This is not straightforward due to complexity of bus ticketing arrangements.  The work is expected to be completed by April 2005.

CO2 Emissions:
The DfT is investigating sources and requirements with a view to extending and improving the range of data published in TSGB.  More detailed information is published e.g. by ONS in Environmental Accounts. Work is underway to improve the Environmental Accounts methodology for estimating transport emissions.

Sea Passengers:
Comprehensive statistics on both international and domestic passenger journeys are already published in TSGB, Maritime Statistics and in quarterly Sea Passenger Bulletins. 
International Comparisons:
The difficulties of making meaningful comparisons between countries are well documented. We very much welcome the suggestion for a TSUG seminar on International Comparisons to explore more fully particular user concerns.

Data Quality
Through the programme of National Statistics Quality Reviews the majority of DfT outputs will be scrutinised over a five year cycle. User consultation forms a key element of these reviews. Reviews have been completed on the National Travel Survey, Bus and coach Statistics, Road Freight Statistics, Waterborne Freight and Road accidents.  Forth- coming reviews include Road Traffic Statistics and Maritime Statistics.

In addition DfT is considering the possibility of a ‘high level’ cross cutting Review, which will home in on improving links between data sources (e.g. transport and health data) and reveal the potential for cross analysis of data across topic areas.

More generally, we will be ensuring that all of its statistical outputs are accompanied by a minimum set of metadata.  This will go some way to providing users with guidance about data quality and to alerting them to possible limitations. 

Access to published data
DfT is working to improve web accessibility and ‘signposts’ for users.  Developments in the pipeline include

· Better search engine 

· Site map 

· Longer time series for all TSGB tables 

· Better links to related websites

However we recognise there is still a demand for ‘hard copy’ and these will be retained for all key publications for the foreseeable future.”
Seminar: Charging for road use: the attraction and the practical economics

I am indebted to Richard Butchart for the following account of the seminar held at Great Minster House on 23 June 2004.  The speakers were Keith Buchan, a transport planner, and Professor Alan McKinnon, of the Logistics Research Centre, Heriot-Watt University. 
Keith Buchan opened the seminar with a thoughtful contribution on how charging commercial vehicles for their use of the road network could benefit the UK economy.  In his view, such charging could minimise travel and with differential charging could influence its distribution in geographic terms.  As important would be the impact of fleet composition if charging were related to the size and character of the vehicle. At present, operators tend to choose the largest vehicle they might possibly need just in case a requirement emerges.  A further benefit would be to improve comparability of charging across modes, producing a more level playing as between rail and road for example.

Keith saw two alternatives for charging.  Either one could use a very simple cheap and cheerful system like the one Sweden had used prior to entry to the EU based on vehicle type and kilometres run.  Or one could use a more sophisticated system where the charge varied by time of day, type of road, area and type of vehicle.  His overall conclusions were:

· Charging could make a significant contribution to freight policy objectives

· but should be one component of a basket of measures

· which should contain positive elements for the road freight industry

A lively discussion ensued which covered a range of topics.  On the impact of the Swedish scheme, Keith felt that it had produced a more specialised road freight sector with a broader spectrum of vehicles. This might also be true of New Zealand though he had no information on this point. Stephen Plowden thought that the proposals put forward by Government for a “revenue neutral” scheme was not necessary as some revenue generation could be helpful in achieving other policy objectives.  On the contrast with the current emphasis on fuel duty, Keith agreed that it did impose a distance based burden on the road freight industry but it did not differentiate between vehicles on other characteristics of importance such as noise, pollution and safety.

In the second session, Alan McKinnon presented a critique of the Government’s current proposals for Lorry Road User Charging.  The first point that Alan picked up was the extent of foreign vehicle use of the UK road system as this was a key reason for introducing the system.  Foreign vehicle use was around 4% of total UK road use by UK lorries, much lower than in many of our European neighbours.  The duty collected from foreign vehicles would therefore be a minor component of the total, with most of the charge being returned to the UK industry via the fuel tax rebate.  Alan also took up the statement that the “...charge [would be] simple at first to ensure that it can be successfully implemented…”.  He illustrated this with a schematic showing the level of complexity that the first proposals would involve.  This looked far from simple.  He also contrasted the UK proposal with the German Maut.  In Germany, the scheme would operate only for vehicles over 12 tonnes operating on motorways.  In the UK, it was proposed to include all vehicles over 3.5 tonnes over the entire road network. 

Alan then examined in some detail the environmental case for road user charging in terms of providing incentives for reducing empty running, increasing lading factor and reducing emissions and noise.  He illustrated how successful existing policies had been in tackling these problems without the need for a complex distance based charging scheme.  Alan tackled the “congestion” argument that suggested the new charge could make a significant contribution to its reduction.  Projections showed that HGVs would account for some 4% of road traffic growth in the ten year plan, so limiting the impact on easing congestion. Again he showed what the industry was already doing in terms of night time delivery to ease the problem.

Alan went on to look at international experience, comparing the UK with Germany, Austria and Switzerland.  With much higher levels of foreign trucks using their roads for deliveries or transit, the revenue generated from them was correspondingly greater.  None of the countries had contemplated fuel duty rebates although their levels of duty were initially much lower.  More importantly, all three countries had gone for a much simpler system. 

Alan concluded by outlining an alternative, more cost-effective and less risky method of taxing lorries which would level the playing field with foreign operators, provide distance based taxation and decouple truck taxation from that of cars.  This would deal with foreign vehicles in a similar manner to the Swiss road tolling system.  This alternative system would not vary charges by road type, geographical area or time of day and therefore could not be used for congestion charging.  Alan argued that the government should delay congestion charging until it could be applied to all types of traffic.  

The ensuing discussion brought up two interesting points.  The first is that the charging scheme would need to be simple and understandable if it is going to have a real impact on behaviour.  The London congestion charging scheme met this requirement and the behaviour change was evident.  The second point is that charging would have to be relatively frequent if the impact was not to be lost.  Monthly would be reasonable, annual would be too infrequent.
* * *

[A most stimulating article by Professor McKinnon: “Lorry road user charging: a review of the UK Government’s proposals” can be found at www.sml.hw.ac.uk/logistics.  In my view this is essential reading for all those interested in the subject.]
As a postscript I thought members would be interested in the Customs & Excise take on the subject.  I append therefore, with the permission of the editor, an extract from the June 2004 C&E staff magazine ‘Portcullis’:
“The concept is ambitious: to use technology to charge every lorry above 3.5 tonnes on every road in the UK according to its mileage, and regardless of its nationality.  And it will require a sophisticated system to work it.  Gordon Brown confirmed in his March Budget that Customs would run the Lorry Road-User Charge, a ringing endorsement for the department and a decision that could create 2500 jobs.
Now the department has laid out its vision of how the charge will work and invited companies to tender for three large contracts to provide the ‘toolkit’ for the charge to operate from.

More than 200 delegates from across the continent attended an open day on 12 May to hear what is expected of them should they bid for one of the LHUC supplier contracts.  Minister John Healey underlined the government’s commitment to the scheme, important for the companies there who could spend up to £20 million developing their bids.  “You made a wise decision in coming,” he told them.  “This will be one of the most high profile and far-reaching strategic IT projects in the UK.  The LRUC is the future for road charging and the future for modernisins and improving efficiency in the UK haulage industry.”

For the past two years Customs’ LRUC programme team, an 80-strong directorate within BST, has been developing the charge; talking to hauliers, exploring market technology, researching similar projects around Europe.  But the purpose that has driven the team’s thinking has always been to create a charge that is fair and simple for hauliers. “We’re looking for simplicity,” said programme director Mike Shipp. “The LRUC should have a minimal effect on the driver.”

While Linda Swinburne, LRUC delivery programme manager, told delegates: “We know what we want to buy.  We know when we want to buy it.  Now it’s up to you.”
The solution involves three schemes.  Firstly, a main scheme for frequent users of roads, driving over a certain mileage threshold will trigger entry into this scheme.  
The second, an occasional user scheme, is for
hauliers who use UK roads less frequently, such as foreign lorries making one or two trips.  The third a fuel duty repayment scheme, will mean hauliers are  refunded some of the duty they have paid on their fuel.  This scheme is designed to
make sure that the LRUC does not increase the overall tax burden on the UK haulage industry.
The market will determine how best to deliver these schemes but the LRUC team envisages that a lorry registered under the main scheme will be installed with a permanent on-board unit that will use electronic location finding technology, in conjunction with roadside detectors, to record how far it has travelled.  The LRUC team also envisages that truckers under the occasional user scheme will use a low-use on-board unit, which they will be able to buy from sales outlets and vending machines at places like ports or on ferries.
The team will now focus on delivering the contracts that companies have been asked to bid for, and to work on other issues outside the suppliers’ remit.  For instance, the setting up of Customs’ Management Authority: the body that will oversee the charge through to implementation and beyond.  Other projects will address business change within and outside of Customs.

From 2006 recruitment will begin for new jobs within Customs to deal with the enforcement and assurance sides of LRUC.  Pilots are planned at this stage with both large and small businesses that will involve Customs staff from across the different functions.

Mike Shipp added: “We’re placing a heavy emphasis on testing the technical solutions that the external suppliers give us.  The start date has been pushed from 2006 to 2008 because we want to make sure the prototype works and that everyone is ready both within the department and without.”

Staff will be trained to provide general assurance for the LRUC, for instance checking that traders are correctly registered and dealing with any serious non-cornpliance with the LRUC.  Externally there is a huge amount of change to manage with organisations such as the police, the Highways Agency, Dover Harbour Board, DVLA and DVLNI.

The haulage industry, which has welcomed the charge, has provided expert advice to Customs throughout development of the LRUC so far, though there is still a big job to be done making everyone aware of the charge, especially as more than 50% of UK haulage companies are one man operations.
A survey last year revealed that just over half of lorries are operated by organisations that were aware of the LRUC.  Awareness was higher among the large operators.  However the benefit of a fully automated system is that hauliers don’t necessarily need to understand what’s going on inside their on-board unit.  They will be charged for their road use and receive a fuel duty rebate automatically.  And they shouldn’t even need to stop when entering or exiting the UK, though detailed arrangements will he made at Dover where over 70% of all lorry traffic passes through.
All eyes are now on the UK.  Though not the first European country to start a lorry road charge - Switzerland and Austria already have one, and Germany will follow in 2006 - other countries will be looking to see how a charge is implemented on this scale.

Lorry road user charging is the future for the haulage industry, in the UK and potentially across Europe.  It is also just part of a wider initiative to modernise the industry.  This is the first stage, but in the future charging could be used to influence the times of day at which lorries travel, to ease congestion, cut air and noise pollution, and potentially even to improve road safety.”


New Forest animal road casualties 2003

Statistics provided by the Verderers of the New Forest in Hampshire indicate that during 2003 there was a monthly average of seven deaths of animals on local roads.  Altogether, 84 animals other than deer died that year, plus a further 16 hurt in some way.  In addition 59 deer (not covered by the Verderers’ statistics) are known to have died.  Those killed were 74 ponies, 6 cattle, 3 pigs and a donkey.  In 30 more cases, collisions evidently occurred between animals and vehicles but the result was given as “nothing found”.  Altogether, the agisters attended 134 road crashes involving animals - 15 less than the previous year.  32 collisions went unreported to the police, one less than in 2002.  78 incidents had taken place at night.  In all, 101 private cars or light commercial vehicles were involved, and one motorcycle.


News of members

During the 15 weeks ended Friday 27 August 2004, the following activities of members that may have a direct influence on the provision or analysis of transport statistics have been reported: 

· TRL - which has moved to Crowthorne House, Nine Mile Ride, Wokingham, Berkshire - won a contract from the Countryside Agency to organise and deliver a series of Masterclass seminars on rural transport and local transport plans throughout England.
· MVA has been appointed by the Association of London Government (ALG) to manage the TRAVL database. The TRAVL database is a multi-modal trip generation database specifically for London.  It was developed by the London Research Centre in association with London Boroughs and ownership has recently been transferred from the Greater London Authority (GLA) to the ALG.  The TRAVL database contains surveys of over 300 sites across the capital and is considered a key transport planning tool for transport planners with which to forecast transport patterns associated with proposed land-use changes.  The sites identified reflect urban development trends across the city and are chosen to ensure that the coverage of the TRAVL database remains comprehensive.  MVA will be managing and undertaking a rolling survey programme to ensure that data within the database is current and relevant for use by transport planners within London.  MVA will be consulting with existing users of TRAVL and are interested in views on how TRAVL could be improved. MVA will then present to the TRAVL steering group their ideas for enhancing the existing database to improve its visual and user-friendliness and value to users.  For more details please contact Nicola Read on 020 7612 3732.


Dates for your diary

	4 Oct
13.15
	Seminar in Great Minster House on the Review of Road Traffic Statistics

	20 Oct

11.00
	East Midlands Regional seminar in Nottingham, with a tour of the new tram system

	28 Oct
14.30
	Seminar in Great Minster House on Policy and investment inputs versus outputs and performance

	17 Nov

14.30
	Seminar in Great Minster House on Migration and travel

	29 Nov
	Scottish seminar in Edinburgh, jointly with Napier University

	8 Dec 

14.30
	AGM and seminar in Great Minster House

	16 Feb 2005

14.30
	Seminar in Great Minster House on the Urban Transport Benchmarking project

	16 Mar 2005

14.30
	Seminar in Great Minster House on Transport & the environment


Seminars are also planned for the Spring and Summer of next year on Statistics dissemination, Ports and maritime statistics, Congestion, and Safety.  Details will be given as soon as confirmed.


Next newsletter

Please send contributions for Newsletter 67 to:

J M Woods

43 Church Lane

Lower Bemerton

Salisbury

Wilts SP2 9NR

Tel: 01722 422169

Email: liswoods@aol.com



Appendix:

DfT Statistical Publications

A schedule of publications to be produced during the remainder of this year by Transport Statistics, DfT, is given below.

26 Aug  Light Rail Patronage 2003/04 
An annual statistical release.  For further information E-mail rail.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
23 Sep   Sea Passenger Statistics: Q2 2004 
A quarterly bulletin.  For further information E-mail maritime.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
30 Sep  Bus Quality Indicators: Q1 2004/05 
A quarterly bulletin.  For further information E-mail bus.statistics@dft.gsi.gov.uk
30 Sep  Road Casualties in Great Britain 2003: Annual Report
An annual report.  For further information E-mail mailto:roadacc.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
14 Oct Transport Statistics for Great Britain: 2004 Edition
An annual report.  For further information E-mail mailto:publicationgeneral.enq@dft.gsi.gov.uk
28 Oct Maritime Statistics: 2003
An annual report.  For further information E-mail maritime.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
Oct P Compendium of Motorcycling Statistics
A new report.  For further information E-mail mailto:vehicle.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
Oct P Bus Patronage: 2003/04
An annual statistical release.  For further information E-mail bus.statistics@dft.gsi.gov.uk
4 Nov   Road Casualties in Great Britain: Quarterly Provisional Estimates: Second Quarter 2004 (Experimental)
An experimental quarterly series.  For further information E-mail mailto:roadacc.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
11 Nov    Traffic in Great Britain: Q3 2004
A quarterly bulletin.  For further information E-mail roadtraff.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
25 Nov   Road Goods Vehicles Travelling to Mainland Europe: Q3 2004
A quarterly bulletin.  For further information E-mail lisa.ayers@dft.gsi.gov.uk
25 Nov  Regional Transport Statistics: 2004
An annual bulletin.  For further information E-mail mailto:subnational.stats@dft.gov.uk
Nov P  Public Transport Statistics: GB 2004
An annual bulletin.  For further information E-mail bus.statistics@dft.gsi.gov.uk
Nov P Waterborne Freight in the United Kingdom: 2003
An annual bulletin.  For further information E-mail maritime.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
Nov P  Vehicle Excise Duty Evasion: 2004
An annual bulletin.  For further information E-mail mailto:vehicle.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
16 Dec  Sea Passenger Statistics: Q3 2004
A quarterly bulletin.  For further information E-mail maritime.stats@dft.gsi.gov.uk
Dec P   Transport Trends: 2004 Edition
An annual report.  For further information E-mail mailto:publicationgeneral.enq@dft.gsi.gov.uk
















































