Public Transport Information Coordination Group                    Notes of a meeting on 16 January 2012
1 Introduction

1.1 The meeting was held at CPT offices on 16 January 2012 at 13:00.

1.2 Attendees were:

· Chas Allen (Stagecoach);

· Chris Gibbard (DfT);

· Dan Saunders (Basemap);

· David Houston (First);

· Elaine McElhill (Translink);

· Ian Barratt (Lancashire CC);

· John Austin (Austin Analytics);

· John Garner (TfGM);

· Mark Cartwright (RTIG);
· Mark Fell (TTR);

· Mike Ness (Independent);

· Nick Knowles (Trapeze PTI);
· Peter Stoner (Traveline);

· Richard Shaw (Atkins);

· Richard Warwick (Arriva);

· Rob West (Omnibus);
· Roger Slevin (Independent);

· Russell Gard (Connexionz);

· Seamus Kane (Translink);

· Simon Court (Basemap);

· Tahsina Smith (Centaur).
1.3 Apologies were given by:

· David Batchelor (Kent CC);

· Hans Mentz (MDV);

· Jo Oldbury (Thales Group);

· John Fender (SPT);

· Keith Sabin (Independent);

· Stuart Woods (Durham CC).
1.4 This note does not provide a full set of minutes; it concentrates on recording the topics of debate and action points arising from the discussions.

2 Notes and matters arising
2.1 Notes and actions from the previous meeting were discussed, and no points of accuracy were raised.
2.2 Development in action points from previous meeting:

· OSM use case list has been created, and will be circulated before next meeting.

No one has got back regarding possible PTIC attendees from the fares and data communities. Furthermore, since there has not been any response on this action over the past few meetings, it was agreed that the recording of this action be dropped.

TransXChange map migration issue has been created.





ACTION: TS to circulate OSM use case list
2.3 The notes from the previous meeting were accepted.

3 Traveline National Dataset (TNDS) Report
3.1 SC presented the TNDS project update, focussing on the various components of the system.
· All incoming data is designed to go through a validation process before being accepted into the TNDS database, and the data-provider is notified if the data could not be validated;

The TNDS database is then subjected to a set of thorough integrity tests before it reaches the end-user;
There are a basic set of editing tools which allow users to specify their requirements;

The target date for going live is late March 2012.
3.2 Members enquired about the various aspects of the system, and SC confirmed that all data will be downloaded from NaPTAN as frequently as necessary (RSlevin suggested it should be daily), and that any data related issue (such as data missing or duplicated) will trigger off a warning message to the user, although the dataset will still be available for use.
3.3 PS reported that at present, the format of the warning notifications is not standardised. Based on previous experience, the notification system should be standardised into a generic code accompanied by a succinct explanatory message. NK indicated that error codes and definitions of TNDS could be aligned with NaPTAN’s.

3.4 RSlevin suggested that there should be a database of information providers, and mechanisms in place so data duplication can be either suppressed at source or during data input. He also emphasised that sets of data that are very similar but not exactly the same are most difficult to detect automatically. MN suggested that duplication of data could be more accurately suppressed if they are checked on timing points. PS indicated, however, that timing points vary depending on suppliers and therefore the analysis will not be effective. The group agreed to NK’s suggestion that the diagnostic of datasets should be made publicly available.

3.5 With regards to error on the NaPTAN database, PS enquired whether it is more effective to allow users of TNDS to extract information with an error message, or delay information exchange until the error has been sorted at NaPTAN. The group generally agreed it was better to allow the data exchange to continue, as long as the user had been notified of the error.
3.6 Suggestions were made to include “not available” flags as another form of notification for missing nodes. PS pointed out, however, that to maintain the system integrity, the programme populates missing nodes with zeros, and therefore “not available” flags cannot be easily included. PS believed it will be better to diagnose it during downstream.

3.7 With regards to the question whether TNDS would be ‘open’, NK highlighted that although the Chancellor’s Autumn Statement suggests public transport data will be open, it fails to specify which aspects of the database it is referring to, and who the information will be ‘open’ to. Cabinet Office discussion is continuing regarding the specifics.

3.8 MN asked whether TNDS is planning to provide information regarding railway and coach services. PS clarified that at present it is not part of the plan as that information comes from sources that does not have complete clearance to make data available publicly. CG supported the argument, highlighting that all railway service information does not yet have ‘open data’ status, and therefore careful consideration is required to identify if the information has the correct permission to be released. PS further emphasised that due to the magnitude of the services provided by coaches and railway, a separate system would be required to accommodate the information, and finding funding would be very difficult.





ACTION: CG to find out about data release for rail




and coach
3.9 PS mentioned that his contact for open data is David Clegg, who wrote the original document of the Code of Practice for Open data and has now been asked to write about the open data brief.

3.10 NK remarked that data duplication can be suppressed with the knowledge of data release license and original source of data. MC suggested organising data by their release license. Due to London having the capacity to make significant amounts of data publicly available under one release license, NK indicated that London would be a good base to start from.

3.11 CG highlighted that datasets are indexed by their source rather than content at present, because the source of data is generally recorded. PS added that the data incoming to Traveline is held centrally, and it has not yet been necessary to have a relationship between incoming and outgoing data.
3.12 The group agreed that licensing information for data needs to be a foundation element on data provided and gathered. CG added that lessons could be learnt from others who sort and store data by release license, and looking at published documents might be a good place to start.

4 European Standards Update

NeTEx
4.1 NK updated that the work on the standards are progressing well, and a stable version of NeTEx was now ready with timetable information. Eight EU countries and the European Railway Agency (ERA) have got involved, and during last quarter, each compared their current systems with NeTEx.
4.2 Work on developing NeTEx Part 3 (focusing on fare descriptions) is going ahead, and examples of fare structures from Europe are being compared with the model. The next step would be to carry out some systematic comparisons, such as journey splits and divides, schematic maps with rail tracks, and so on.

4.3 The NeTEx Part 3 model contains intermodular units, whereby it can include data from more than one module. It is interoperable with Google Transit Feed Specification (GTFS), but when compared thoroughly, GTFS does not have the journey to journey fare structure element.
4.4 ERA and GB-Rail have both expressed interest in adopting NeTEx Part 3, and NK indicated that he is waiting to get more details from GB-Rail.
4.5 The schema is in working progress, and NK expects it to be published soon. In the meantime, anyone wanting to see a copy should ask NK directly (nick.knowles@kizoom.com).
4.6 RSlevin added that the International Standards Organisation (ISO) has shown interest in NeTEx, and that the ISO standards catalogue is continuing. However, he also point out that his organisation is not able to support the catalogue beyond this year due to funding issues.

SIRI
4.7 SIRI 1.3 is currently the RTIG supported version, and NK indicated that development of SIRI 1.4 will be completed soon.
INSPIRE
4.8 EM asked how INSPIRE compared to NeTEx, and whether there were many annexes attached to the directive. NK explained that INSPIRE is a different layer in concept.
4.9 CG reminded that GB-Rail at present is evaluating how to take things forward, keeping INSPIRE and the Ordinance Survey (OS) map in perspective. RShaw explained that the OS map has to be in alignment with INSPIRE, and since GB-Rail uses OS map, GB-Rail too is ultimately aligned with INSPIRE.

OpenStreetMap (OSM) Update
4.10 RShaw presented a 3D Interchange Viewer, focussing on the accuracy of the details and dimensions that can be included into the system, and the options for personalisation of requirements. RShaw pointed out that OSM gathers height data from various sources, which has been used to develop the 3D Interchange Viewer. People providing data for OSM has also, on several occasions, included ‘levels’ that reflect levels in real-life.
4.11 PS suggested that the 3D Interchange Viewer could benefit from combining with the GPS systems being developed to enable mobile signal underground. RShaw indicated that this system can be designed for smartphone applications, as it uses very little processing power and therefore can function relatively speedily.

4.12 RShaw also added that this 3D Interchange Viewer can use accelerometers and compasses (already integrated in smartphones) to determine its current location and the direction of user’s movements. Turnings (such as corners and bends) are used as correction points, where the system adjusts itself to reflect the accurate current location in relation to its digital representation. However, RShaw pointed out that finding funding to take the idea forward has been proving difficult so far.

4.13 MC suggested that trying to develop the system at an academic level might be worthwhile as some universities are able to obtain significant amounts of funding for their research projects. RShaw indicated that he is taking the idea forward in the German market as they currently have an expanding smartphone application market.

4.14 NK identified some systems that are designed to improve accessibility, where interchanges are rated according to their nature. He suggested that the 3D Interchange system might benefit from the inclusion of this additional information. He also proposed that the system can be further enhanced by including the option to define ratings according to an individual’s requirement.
5 PTIC Issues 
PTIC-82 – TXC Publisher Map Migration

5.1 NK confimed that Microsoft has not yet deactivated Multimap, and it is continuing to work. However, the development of Bing map is now complete, the bugs have been fixed, and users are being encouraged to switch over.
5.2 NK also highlighted that the URL has changed and therefore users might require assistance from IT staff to change the configuration. RSlevin reminded that Multimap would still work if Route Maps are omitted.
5.3 CG requested MC to circulate a notice, reminding everyone that the national NaPTAN services are now using Bing map, and that Multimap is at risk of being switched off relatively soon.





ACTION: MC to circulate a reminder about





switching over to Bing map
5.4 CG also enquired whether the users of Multimap can be identified. NK indicated that the flow of requests from Multimap can be determined, but not the source where they are coming from.
PTIC-83 – Minor alterations to NaPTAN v2.4 to allow use in other countries

5.5 NK submitted a PTIC issue (PTIC-83) ahead of the meeting, on behalf of Stuart Reynolds.

5.6 NK highlighted that three simple enhancement has been proposed, and asked how long it might take to adopt the schema once it has been enhanced. RS suggested that both schemas should be taken forward simultaneously, one applicable to Great Britain and the second to Republic of Ireland. MC proposed that both versions could be combined in NaPTAN v2.5, so that it applied to the British Isles in general, as well as other countries.
5.7 SK indicated that at present local gazetteers are being considered for Northern Ireland. DS suggested that he has a contact who is considering a similar task and therefore might be able to help.




ACTION: DS to provide contact details to SK





regarding local gazetteer for Northern Ireland
New Issue

5.8 CG pointed out that some of the changes in local authority boundaries, names, definitions, and administration areas are not reflected on standards like NaPTAN and NPTG. Thus CG suggested that an issue should be created for standardising this process so all changes taking place within local authorities are correctly reflected amongst standards. 
5.9 NK highlighted that the code only reflects an area and not the administrative part. The official text description of the code can be changed as necessary.




ACTION: TS to create PTIC Issue on how to





address changes in local authority definitions
6 AOB
6.1 PTIC’s future was discussed by the group, and it was concluded that there was strong value in continuing with PTIC. MC highlighted that although the Issues Register is being tracked, pragmatically, the focus of the group has shifted to discussing the current activities of the organisations involved.

6.2 With regards to management, issues were raised by the group regarding the lack of communication and engagement from ATCO, and MC reminded that DfT are finding it difficult to justify being the sole funder for PTIC.
6.3 MC reported that the RTIG Business Plan has not yet been completed, so the offer to include PTIC within it is still open. He also indicated that if RTIG takes the lead, PTIC-related issues can be incorporated into RTIG’s workshops, reducing the group’s overall running costs. CG, RSlevin and NK, however, suggested that to sustain the level of activity, PTIC would benefit from remaining an independent body.
6.4 RSlevin, on behalf of ATCO, indicated that ATCO was not happy to pay the budgeted amount for PTIC, and undertook to discuss the matter further with PS to help find a solution.




ACTION: RSlevin to propose possible solution for





PTIC’s future 
6.5 To cut PTIC’s running costs, it had been previously suggested that physical meetings should only be organised when they can be justified, which would ultimately reduce the total number of meetings per year. However, reflecting on the current meeting and the various new issues that came up, it was generally agreed that the number of PTIC group meetings should not be reduced as a matter of course.

6.6 The group agreed that the next meeting should be towards end of May 2012 to ensure Basemap had the opportunity to go live and can update the group with their progress.
7 Action Points

7.1 The following action points were recorded during the meeting:

· TS to circulate OSM use case list;
CG to find out about data release for rail and coach;
MC to circulate a reminder about switching over to Bing map;
DS to provide contact details to SK regarding local gazetteer for Northern Ireland;

TS to create issue on how to address changes in local authority definitions;
RSlevin to propose possible solution for PTIC’s future.

8 Next Meeting
8.1 The next meeting of the group will be held towards the middle or end of May 2012. Final details to be confirmed.
