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RURAL ECONOMY AND CONNECTIVITY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORT (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM 2050 CLIMATE GROUP 

About 2050 Climate Group 

2050 Climate Group is a youth-led charity (Scottish Charity Number SC047206) that aims 

to engage, educate and empower Scotland’s young people to take action on climate 

change. Our current network consists of over 400 Young Leaders across a diverse range of 

sectors and regions in Scotland. This includes previous and current participants in our 

Young Leaders Development Programme (YLDP) as well as volunteers involved in the the 

operational functions of the organisation.  

Our remit is to inspire and support young people to lead initiatives that combat climate 

change, and this includes giving them a voice in policy design. We believe it is imperative 

that Scotland’s future leaders are involved in decision-making to take action on climate 

change now. There is untapped potential in the expertise, skills, and commitment of our 

generation, which can support the Government in leading Scotland to a low carbon, 

sustainable and equitable future by the year 2050. We are the ones who have most to lose 

if climate change is not tackled adequately. 

About this report 

Our response to this Call for Evidence is entirely based on the views of young people in 

Scotland, aged 18-35, which were gathered through an online survey, designed by 

volunteers in our Policy team. 75% of respondents were already part of the 2050 Network 

(either as YLDP participants, or as volunteers). The other 25% had not been involved in 

2050 Climate Group before. This report summarises the views expressed by the young 

people who responded to our survey. We focused on the parts of the Bill that we consider 

to be most relevant to young people in Scotland: Low Emission Zones, bus services, and 

smart ticketing. This is where we believe we can add the greatest value and insight, 

reflecting the views, concerns and aspirations of young people within Scotland. We did ask 

for views on other parts of the Bill as well, and these are also included below. 

We also produced a video introduction to the issues discussed in the Transport (Scotland) 

Bill, the main aim of which was to provide respondents with the knowledge to make 

informed choices around this issue. Our goal was to enable young people to have their 

voices heard on transport issues in Scotland; we believe that transport policy not only has a 

crucial environmental impact and influence on Scotland’s ability to meet its carbon emission 

targets, but also on the work and leisure opportunities available to young people. You can 

find the video on Youtube, and it is also linked to from the 2050 website. 

The below is an overview of respondents’ recommendations on the Transport (Scotland) 

Bill. We have explored these in more detail further in this submission. Respondents want 

the Bill to: 
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1. Introduce Low Emission Zones, and include more specific targets and timescales. 

These should focus on targeting high emission vehicles and private cars, and be 

supplemented with the promotion of active travel and public engagement. 

2. Encourage measures that increase public transport usage; including improving bus 

services through expanding existing networks, increasing frequency of services and 

supporting smart ticketing initiatives. 

3. Reduce car usage in city centres and ban pavement parking. The reclaimed space 

could be used for active travel, public transport, car sharing, Electric Vehicle (EV) 

charging points, and community green spaces. 

Part 1 - Low Emission Zones (LEZs) 

Every single respondent to our survey welcomed the proposal in the Bill to grant Scottish 

Ministers the power to approve LEZs and to set national rules for their operation; however, 

over half also thought this could be improved further. Many thought that the introduction of 

specific timescales and carbon dioxide / air pollution reduction targets should be set out in 

the Bill to ensure that Ministerial powers would be used in time and on the scale needed to 

reduce emissions from vehicles. 

A majority of respondents were also broadly in favour of granting councils the power to set 

the rules governing the operation of individual LEZs. However, a significant number were 

unsure on this issue, and a more detailed approach is required. On the one hand we think 

that due to the unique circumstances in each of the councils, they would have the best 

knowledge to choose solutions tailored to the area by consulting with local communities and 

organisations. However, some respondents expressed a major concern about the level of 

ambition councils would have, and therefore we strongly support issuing standard 

guidelines with minimum requirements to be set at a national level. 

We think that, in combination with the promotion of Active Travel and a reduction in car 

usage, LEZs will have positive impacts on young people’s health and fitness levels thanks 

to cleaner air. Therefore we are calling for Government and Councils to adopt a "whole 

system" approach, where promotion of active travel is supplemented by large investment in 

active travel infrastructure, particularly within LEZs. 

Moreover, to reduce air pollution, the Government and Councils should accelerate the ban 

on diesel vehicles (particularly taxis), support the establishment of car clubs in the cities, 

and continue supporting zero and low emission vehicle deployment (e.g. all public transport 

to be fully electric/biofuel/hydrogen; encourage businesses to pledge to use low-emissions 

delivery vehicles).  

Furthermore, many potential LEZs are also suitable for pedestrianisation, especially in city 

centres. Added benefits of this approach and LEZs in general include a decrease in noise 

pollution, and a reduction in congestion could result in shorter travel times, which would 

benefit young people that are generally more reliant on public transport. However, we 

recognise that there is a risk that if LEZs impact bus routes, this could complicate people’s 
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commute or impact on their ability to get around efficiently.  

“We really need to look beyond cars. As a young person I hate being in cities dominated 
by cars. We should look to Europe for ambitious examples of how our cities could be 

cleaner and greener and strive for that.” 
 

- Comment by a survey respondent 

 

Other ways to improve air quality can be by installing additional air pollution monitoring 

stations alongside regulation and appropriate monitoring of the output of emissions. 

Additionally, we also support the planting of more trees and the creation of green spaces in 

cities. 

In conclusion, young people who responded to our survey support the introduction of LEZs. 

However, these must coincide with further efforts to improve air quality including a  focus on 

high emission vehicles (except public transport), promotion of active travel, and public 

engagement (e.g. sharing pollution data, radio campaigns, and community goal setting). 

Part 2 - Bus services 

Bus services are a vital mode of transport for young people, as we are one of the 

demographics most reliant on public transport to get around. Young people need cheap and 

reliable public transport to provide access to employment, leisure, and social opportunities. 

This is increasingly important, as car usage is declining among younger demographics (see 

Appendix).  

Respondents were in favour of giving councils more powers to improve local bus services. 

Support was particularly strong for councils directly providing bus services where no service 

is currently provided and for councils working in formal partnerships with commercial 

operators to improve services. However, respondents were of mixed opinion with regards to 

franchising certain aspects of local bus services to commercial companies. We believe 

caution should be exercised to ensure these arrangements work successfully - many 

respondents highlighted the need for franchised bus operations to improve. 

There is a need for better bus services across Scotland and any measures that will improve 

service and encourage the use of of public transport over private cars should be supported. 

Bus services should be seen as a public service and councils should have the ability to 

design services that meet the needs of their local communities.  

Service success and viability should not just be based on profitability, which can be a risk 

when services are operated purely by private companies who are answerable to 

shareholders over and above their customers. This can often see a drive to cut costs and 

non-profitable routes, negatively impacting some areas and the frequency of services. 

There was also some concern from respondents about how much control or influence 

councils would be able to exert over commercial companies if aspects of the service were 
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franchised out. 

We believe that a more joined up approach in bus service provision across the country 

would be best, as often users of services travel outwith their local area. Ideally fares would 

be standardised and bus services would connect with other services and forms of public 

transport making journeys easier.  

Bus services should be accessible to all, especially vulnerable citizens such as those with 

poor mobility who rely on these essential services to get around. Buses themselves should 

also be more sustainable and user friendly; we want to see an increase in the use of low-

emission/electric vehicles, with better onboard services including increased provision for 

carrying bikes and luggage.  

Examples of where partnerships have worked effectively in the past should be used as 

models elsewhere in the country. For example, many respondents to our survey felt that the 

Lothian Buses model in Edinburgh was one of the best operated services in the country.  

“Lothian Buses are frequent, affordable and are highly popular. They are a joy to ride…  

franchised bus operators across the country are often unaffordable, travel too slowly… 

[and] don't depart frequently enough - some towns are only served once every two hours! 

We need transport that works for the public, and not for private profit margins. Lothian 

Buses achieves this and should be modelled throughout the country.” 

 

- Comment by a survey respondent 

 

With regards to improving access to information, respondents found real time displays at 

bus stops to be the most useful way of finding out about services, closely followed by 

mobile apps. A better, more user friendly bus service will provide more opportunities 

through increased connectivity and will inevitably increase the use of the service..  

We also asked about barriers to young people using buses; the most common reasons 

given were a poor geographic range of services and inability to reach certain locations, 

followed by low frequency of buses, then long journey times. We feel measures which help 

to address these issues should be encouraged.  

Part 3 - Smart ticketing 

We welcome the steps in the Transport (Scotland) Bill to improve smart ticketing 

infrastructure in Scotland. However, we think these can be improved further. 

Respondents thought that an integrated smart ticketing system is essential to encouraging 

the use of public transport. Creating such a system now would be easier than incorporating 

smart ticketing at a later point. This is due to the potential increase in complexity of the 

public transport network which is yet to develop in some parts of Scotland. The majority of 

respondents support the creation of a single card incorporating different modes of transport 
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(e.g. bus, tram, train. Furthermore, it was highlighted that this  should include both inter- 

and inner-city transportation to encourage commuters to choose public transport over 

driving.  

Many respondents said that existing cash payment systems, such as the requirement to 

have exact change, are often a hindrance and card and contactless payments should be 

implemented in all services to increase convenience. Having a single payment method 

would make it more convenient for young people to use who often rely on public transport 

more than other age groups. There should also be an opportunity to take bicycles on public 

transport to encourage active travel when commuting between cities or over longer 

distances.  

Having a single card would also make it more straightforward and easier to understand 

public transport ticketing systems and will mean that travelling to a different part of Scotland 

would not require familiarisation with a separate network and corresponding specifics of 

ticketing. In addition, this will also make it easier for tourists visiting Scotland to understand 

and use public transport. Incorporating Young Scot and other discount cards for young 

people would also encourage the use of public transport.  

In conclusion, setting up separate “small pockets of excellence” would be inefficient and a 

nation-wide scheme would be best. We understand that the approach will need to be 

piloted perhaps within a local authority area first and we recognise that launching such a 

scheme might come with challenges - especially in a landscape where most transport 

companies are privately-owned. Smart ticketing is an important part in making public 

transport more convenient. There is an opportunity to learn from countries such as the 

Netherlands, Germany, and South Korea, which have regional or national integrated public 

transportation smart ticketing schemes. 

“This is what I am used to in the Netherlands, it is so convenient when all public transport 
services can be accessed using one card. Changing between buses, trams and trains on 

longer journeys becomes much easier and straightforward.” 
 

- Comment by a survey respondent 

 

Finally, while smart ticketing can greatly encourage the use of public transport, there are 

other factors at play, which should be considered alongside public transport’s digital 

infrastructure - e.g. physical infrastructure investment and cross-government policies 

encouraging the use of public transport. 

Part 4 - Parking 

Many respondents identified parking in city centres as a problem, and highlighted that 

restrictive measures are needed to make parking in these areas less attractive. Measures 

to address this should include reclaiming space for active travel options, public transport, 

car sharing, Electric Vehicle (EV) charging points and community green spaces. There 
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should be more incentives for active travel in city centres and one way to do this could be 

through greater provision of cycle parking in city centres, as well as locally and in the 

development of new buildings such as offices.  

An increase in the provision of out-of-town parking, e.g. park and ride facilities, as well as 

city zones where cars are restricted will also contribute to less pollution and congestion in 

city centres.  

In addition, as pavement parking can cause damage and is a danger to pedestrians and 

other road users, we believe that there is a need for loading/unloading zones with time 

limits for deliveries. More punitive action should be taken on those who park on pavements 

to discourage this. Such measures are also needed in relation to parking in blue badge 

spaces without a permit and internal combustion engine vehicles parking in EV charging 

spaces. Greater action should also be taken on those who park in cycle lanes.  

Several respondents thought that there is a need for more importance to be placed on 

parking by local authorities and an increase in budget is required to increase the number of 

parking attendants needed to enforce this.  

Part 5 - Roadworks 

A high number of respondents found the number of roadworks to be particularly high in 

Scotland, especially in Edinburgh, and highlighted that road materials need to be more 

durable so fewer potholes are likely to occur and less repairs necessary in the long-term.  

Provisions for pedestrian and cyclist diversions during works should also be improved. 

These are often hard to navigate for cyclists (particularly at lights) and could pose a 

dangers to cyclists. Diversions are usually made for cars and pedestrians, but are not 

always the safest routes for cyclists. 

Roadworks should improve roads for all users, not just cars and buses. Greater 

coordination is needed during both the planning and execution stages of roadworks, so that 

pipes and cabling (for gas, broadband, water, etc.) could be replaced or repaired at the 

same time rather than lifting the road repeatedly - a system for organising road works in this 

manner is used in the Netherlands.  

Omissions from the Transport (Scotland) Bill 

Respondents noted the following omissions from the Bill, and we call on the government to 

address these issues : 

- Promoting and providing better infrastructure for active travel; A more 

integrated system that allows bikes on public transport and better, safer more 

segregated vehicle/bike pathways; 

- Reducing city centre parking; 

- Preventing bus lane offences;  
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- Improving charging and parking infrastructure for electric vehicles, and electric 

bikes; 

- Improving carpool opportunities; 

- Consideration for long distance travel options - alternatives to long-haul 

flights; 

- More public awareness raising - need for a behaviour change in how we use 

transport, e.g. greater sharing, less individual modes of transport; 

- Lessons learned from best practice in this country and abroad e.g. the 

Netherlands.  
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Appendix: 

The table below shows how trips per year for 21-29 year olds in the UK have changed 

between 1995-97 and 2012; note that public transport (buses and trains) has increased by 

5.8 percentage points, whereas driving has decreased by 5.1 percentage points. 

Mode of transport 1995-97 mode share 2012 mode share Change in % mode 
share 

Walk 25.6% 24.1% -1.6 

Bicycle 1.9% 2.0% +0.1 

Car/van driver 45.0% 39.8% -5.1 

Car/van passenger 16.2% 16.7% +0.5 

Bus 5.4% 8.4% +3.0 

Rail 3.3% 6.1% +2.8 

Other 2.7% 2.9% +0.3 

 
Source: Chatterjee, K., Goodwin, P., Schwanen, T., Clark, B., Jain, J., Melia, S., Middleton, 
J., Plyushteva, A., Ricci, M., Santos, G. and Stokes, G. (2018). Young People’s Travel – 
What’s Changed and Why? Review and Analysis. Report to Department for Transport. 
UWE Bristol, UK. www.gov.uk/government/publications/young-peoples-travel-whats-
changed-and-why  

http://www.gov.uk/government/publications/young-peoples-travel-whats-changed-and-why
http://www.gov.uk/government/publications/young-peoples-travel-whats-changed-and-why

