


2. D uring the dis cuss ion about bus  s afety, the s ubject of toilet facilities  for bus  drivers  
was  rais ed. We were told that there are toilet facilities  at either one end or the other 
of all bus  routes . T his  is  a material is s ue, as  the comfort and well-being of bus  drivers  
is  likely to have a material impact on s afety. Again, either the s tatement was  correct 
and it needs  to be minuted, or it was  incorrect and a correction s hould be is s ued. I 
have updated minute 36/06/17. Michael is  ass erting that L eon s tated all routes  have 
facilities  located at one terminus  at the minimum. F rom my notes , it looks  like L eon 
s aid mos t routes  have facilities  at either one or both ends  but he did not s tate it was  
all routes . I think it there may have been a mis unders tanding and that Michael / the 
P anel thought L eon was  s aying all routes  had at leas t a toilet at one end and mos t 
had facilities  at both ends . I could further amend the minute to follow Michael’s  
as s ertion and then add a pos t meeting note to s tate that following inves tigation, there 
are 5 routes  that do not have any facilities  (I have checked with S urface).  

 
Howard’s comment: Again, I think we should record what Leon actually said 
and I also think it would be helpful to add a post-meeting note in the minutes 
to give the precise answer. 

 
3. In the dis cus s ion of low emis s ion bus  technology, T he P anel did not “note the paper 

and recommend that C NG  technology continued to be given cons ideration where 
appropriate.” What the P anel did was  reject the pres ented paper as  an inadequate 
analys is  of the merits  of C NG  or any other approach to reducing bus  C O 2 emis s ions  
or pollutants , and request a full analys is , based on of a s election of representative 
routes , properly comparing the economics  and performance of a full s et of potential. 
S ee minute 38/03/17 – I’ve updated the minutes  in line with this  reques t however I 
unders tand that C ity Hall has  a pos ition on C NG  which may conflict with the P anel’s  
direction. Is  it worth retaining the amendments  and then letting Val s peak to Michael 
about the preferred options .  

 
Howard’s comment: Let’s go with Michael’s version (which I think is fairly 
accurate) and then the subsequent paper can explain. I have made a slight 
suggested change to your additional text on the version attached. 
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