Stated Response Surveys Subcommittee, ABJ40(3) - Annual Meeting
Monday, January 24, 2011, 12:15 PM-1:15 PM, Hilton 
Location: Jay
Sponsored by: Travel Survey Methods Committee (ABJ40)

Meeting Agenda [12:15-13:15]:

1. [12:15-12:25]
Introduction and any announcements 
2. [12:25-12:40]
Discussion of workshop for TRB 2012


- potential topics, likely audiences
3. [12:40-12:55]
Discussion of calls for papers

- potential topics, likely audiences, where to publish
4. [12:55-13:10]
Discussion of Research Statements

- are the current research statements up to date, can we add to them?
5. [13:10-13:15]
Open Forum and Closing Remarks

STATED RESPONSE SURVEYS SUBCOMMITTEE (ABJ40(3))

Annual Committee Meeting MINUTES from 2010

Washington, D.C.

Monday, January 12th, 12:15 – 1:15 pm, Hilton’s Northwest Room

I. Welcome & Introduction of Meeting Participants

Committee Co-Chair Eric Molin welcomed attendees who where then asked to introduce themselves. See Annex A for a list of meeting attendees. 

II. Announcements

Four announcements were made:

a. There is currently a call for papers in SP research from the Journal of Choice Modelling. 

b. The choice modelling conference held by ITS Leeds will hold in 2011 the second conference in Harrogate, the same location as the last conference. The conference will be then held every two years most likely moving location. 

c. The materials for the workshop held on Sunday 11th January will be posted on the subcommittee website hosted by TRB.

d. Mark Bradley announced that the Travel Survey Committee travel survey manual wiki website, for which he wrote a chapter on SP modelling, is almost complete and individuals will be invited to view it soon. 

III. Workshop

Questions were asked related to the workshop held on the Sunday 11th January.

a. Stacey Falzarano raised the issue at what level should future workshops be aimed at. The 2010 workshop was aimed at beginners, should future workshops be aimed at more advanced audiences?

b. Participants noted that the experimental design section was given at a useful level and perhaps a future workshop could focus on this topic for an entire topic if given at a similar or slightly more advanced level.

c. The idea of a workshop on latent class modelling was raised however it was questioned whether this was a relevant topic for this particular subcommittee.

d. The idea of a workshop on non-traditional SP response methods was raised (e.g., best worst, best worst scaling (maximum difference)) or even a workshop on contingent valuation.

e. Mark Wardman and Martin Lee Gosselin suggested gaming simulation as a potential workshop topic.

Participants agreed that there was sufficient interest to do a workshop possibly every year, however Stacey Falzarano suggested that even if this was not the case, it might be possible to have a topic hosted in a webinar format for years that a workshop was not held.

IV. Calls for papers
It was noted that the previous call for papers was not effective with no interest generated. It was suggested that there might be a lag effect with such calls with interested generated in future years. It was noted that calls go out via the Travel Survey committee and hence a large number of individuals must have received the call.

Mark Wardman suggested a more aggressive approach might be better in the future. This would involve tapping into existing research (e.g., crowding research) or new research areas that have been identified. This would require contacting identified researchers and requesting that they submit their work. That is, there is a need to chase researchers for existing unpublished work or new papers. The idea for a topic on soft variables was also generally supported as a good idea.

It was noted that there is always interest in work in soft variables for public transport which would make an excellent topic for a call for papers. This could also involve papers involving other factors not typically measured such as quality of life, visual intrusion, etc. It was also noted that most applications examine motorised transport modes and that research into non-motorised transport modes should be considered. 

Mark Wardman suggested a retrospective examining method which may have potentially been prematurely rejected in the past.

Attendees also liked the idea of a call for papers on the topic of using SP methods for forecasting new services given that this was one of the largest areas of SP applications. This could potentially be tied to the idea of papers on measuring soft attributes.

Rinaldo Cavalcante suggested research into Freight SP applications is also an area that has not traditionally been looked at that could potentially be of interest. It was suggested that this could tie in with the Freight Surveys Subcommittee (ABJ40(2)).

Attendees agreed that an invited workshop might work better than a general call for papers given that presenters are guaranteed a forum, whereas papers generated from a call for papers cannot be guaranteed to be accepted. 

It was suggested that the title of the previous call for papers might have been intimidating, particularly with the use of the words ‘best practices’. Perhaps a better title would be ‘Call for papers on stated preference design and applications’.

Martin Lee Gosselin suggested a call for papers on complex, strategic and pattern choice (i.e., looking at one off versus habitual type choices). Attendees agreed that this would be a worthwhile topic also to examine.

Mark Wardman suggested a workshop involving an authority on behavioural economics looking at where current SP methods is deficient would attract a lot of interest.

V. Ideas for alternative activities that the subcommittee could participate in.

Eric Molin asked participants for ideas that the subcommittee could be involved in other than calls for papers/workshops.

Stacey Falzarano suggested that we should develop liaisons with other (sub)committees who could report updates from these other (sub)committees as well as assist in developing joint sessions/workshops, etc. with.

VI. Research Statements

The committee was asked to reflect on the current set of research statements.

It was suggested that these be placed on the subcommittees website. It was also suggested that these could be better integrated with other (sub)committees such as the Freight Surveys Subcommittee (ABJ40(2)). It was suggested that there were more opportunities to examine application type work with numerous other (sub)committees that should be explored into the future.

VII. Subcommittee membership

The idea of having a distinction between friends/members of the subcommittee was raised where friends would be asked to take on a more active role whilst friends could still have access rights.  Attendees suggested this was not necessary where the chair could ask friends to have a more active role without having to make formal distinctions. It was noted that this is more along the lines of how other (sub)committees operated. 

VIII. Interesting ongoing research of members

RSG and Mark Bradley working on understanding attributes beyond time and costs as well as defining what is in/out of choice sets.

John Rose noted that there was increasing research into the area of prospect theory and that most transport projects that had claimed to actually examine this theory had indeed not done so.

Mark Bradley and Mark Wardman suggested research into the relationship between SP and behavioural economics will become increasingly important.
IX. Action items for future activities

a. Identify members who sit on multiple (sub)committees. Once identified, such committee members will be asked to suggest possible joint collaboration with the other committees that may take place.

b. Ask friends of the (sub)committee to review the current call for papers, and amend where necessary.

c. Re-issue the call for papers. Place these on the (sub)committees website. 

d. Continue discussion with friends of the (sub)committee as to whether a workshop should be offered next year, and if so, what topic would be of most interest.
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