Annex 1

Meeting: Manchester Sustainable Neighbourhoods Partnership


Presenter: Eve Martin


Date: 14th July 2008








Time: 6PM
Location: Midland Hotel, Manchester
Technical Support: Rod Fawcett & Keith Howcroft 




Note-taker: Samia Robbins
	
	Feedback Raised
	Name &

Organisation
	Question Answered?

By whom?
	Follow up / Send to

	1
	Q. Fares- How can we ensure fares are kept at an affordable level, if parts of our operators are privately owned unlike the London system, which has an integrated scheme.  
	
	
	

	2
	 Q. Ballot- Is there a possibility for a vote in each authority?              - i.e. referring to a referendum.

- Is a referendum likely?  (Asked only once)


	
	(EM) explained
	

	3
	Q. Where has the evidence of slower traffic speeds come from? – i.e. less congestion is perceived.
	
	
	

	4
	Q. Question arose ‘if’ the TIF fund is not guaranteed- Person who asked lives in Rochdale. 
	
	
	

	5
	C. What test of acceptability has come from the politicians i.e. AGMA. The person suggested she knew exactly what the public wants. An integrated transport scheme.

	
	
	

	6
	Q. 6% reduction in CO2 by 2016 – The charge is a standard rate on all vehicles, are there any plans to change fees based on vehicle type?

	
	
	

	7
	C. Regional centre transport strategy -Commented that the proposals are similar, with the exception of congestion charging. 


	
	Answer - This strategy looked at addressing more transport infrastructure, if TIF takes place with the Department of Transport. Continually developing these ideas. 
	

	8
	C. If the price of petrol significantly increased, I’d pay the price of petrol on the road. 
	
	Answer – TIF provides an Incentive not to drive
	

	9
	C. If capacity and transport usage increases, you must consider issues of security when redesigning the stations – as there may be increased crime associated with higher passenger levels.
	
	
	

	10
	Q. Existing train infrastructure that is underutilised! Wouldn’t it be far cheaper to exploit this rather than invest in new infrastructure, i.e. put on more frequent services?  
	
	
	

	11
	Q. Travel Card – How will it be integrated fare wise. Mechanism for charging rules to set standard fares. 
	
	Answer – Can get operators to develop a multimodal card. Discussions at the moment, but operators do need commercial freedom for fares. 
	

	12
	Q. Community perspective / workforce - To assess whether TIF is going to work, we need Local Impact analysis guidance for implications and districts/schools/leisure. Any projections on impact?  
	
	Answer – 5 years worth of planning in place before 2013. GMPTE will answer them. Arrange an individual meeting.
	

	13
	Q. What difference will the TIF make? Make modes of transport more attractive e.g. walking & cycling – we could really make a difference but this is not in brochure. Don’t just invest in faster buses – tackle issues like obesity. 
	
	Answer – Majority of investment is in infrastructure. The investment in infrastructure is to make the ‘well being agenda’ better of, for e.g. cycle routes & to change mentalities - to look at how it will help the people of Manchester. A decrease in car use by 15-20%, if we implement strong behavioural change programme.  
	

	14
	Q. Any incentives/ tax breaks for car sharing? 
	
	Answer- Working with employers to ensure travel plans are in place.
	

	15
	C. Doesn’t see car sharing working if you don’t work for the same company.
	
	
	

	16
	C. Not much in the consultation to incentivise people to use public transport, which is currently expensive.
	
	Answer – Bus package is the biggest element at 80% - Work with operators to ensure they are ‘bundled up’ to make sure their costs are subsidised, with less changeable ones.  
	

	17
	C. Cannot be in a position to have a fare that is more expensive than the congestion charge. 
	
	
	

	18
	C. How to integrate open spaces into cycling routes. Any cross town networks must be linked into leisure centres and enable communities to access these.
	
	
	

	19
	C. Cycling Steering Group created to support the bid – Councillor trying to shift resources into this scheme. 
	
	Move to proposed on congestion charging rings & proposed discounts. (EM)
	

	20
	Q. Inner ring – will get people paying just outside the ring & walking over.
	
	Answer- Ensure Councils are involved in implications on parking areas.  
	

	21
	Q. Discounts for buses - is this for those provided for just public transport or for schools, to take them to leisure centres?
	
	Answer- Public bus service will be discounted but what other bus networks should be included for discounts is open to consultation. 
	

	22
	Q. Exemptions – will principle carers be excluded? What about driving to hospital?
	
	Answer- No specific proposals for carers. Blue badge holder vehicles, not drivers will be thought through. i.e. that the car is transporting someone who has severe difficulties. More discussions around health – 100% for blue light but head of fire, ambulance, PCT’s etc to determine their full operation should have a 100% discount.  
	

	23
	Q. Road Safety – Wacky races at 9:30 am! How will this be managed?
	
	Answer – Lots of discussion around signage to make a decision to cross or not to give clarity. GM Police – early thinking on impact of proposal enforcement around road safety & engagement with employers underway.    
	

	24
	Q. What is a 20% discount? Is it to give a 20% pay rise?
	
	Answer – The 20% discount is for lowest paid workers. 
	

	25
	Q. What’s to change on Government policy on transport?
	
	
	

	26
	Q. Leave congestion, as it stops people travelling by car! Why isn’t the scheme more about decreasing CO2 and cars?
	Environmental
	Answer – Focus groups: car users & main outcome/ over concerned about the environment. 
	

	27
	C. Must join up with environment elements to shape strategy.
	Environmental
	
	

	28
	Q. Can’t the metro be used on the current infrastructure?
	Environmental
	Answer – They are, where it’s possible to use light rail & heavy rail. 
	

	29
	END
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