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P> Wojciech SUCHORZEWSKI

In this round-table discussion, the five speakers may present their views and opinions to
these questions:

1. Developing more attractive and less polluting mobility in major cities thanks to new ser-
vices is a main goal. What are the policies to achieve it?

2. Which solutions can be set up and when?

3. What are the barriers and success factors for a wider implementation of the best prac-
tices identified in the CAPRICE project?

4. What other practices and tools, not identified in the CAPRICE project, would you recom-
mend in order to achieve more sustainable urban transport in metropolitan areas?

P> Valentin ANTON

CODATU Romania is a non-governmental, non-profit, apolitical organisation workRing clo-
sely with the municipality of Bucharest. It is a member of CODATU International, which
brings together organisations involved in public urban transportation. CODATU Romania
aims to develop and promote an integrated and efficient public transport system.

It is important that the CAPRICE Decision MaRer’s Guide should not be finished at this mee-
ting. Its recommendations must be disseminated.

The priorities for improving urban mobility should be developing high capacity public trans-
port and developing strategic partnerships between educational bodies and industry. Alter-
natives to the educational process include distance learning methodologies, Resources
Based Learning Centres, and e-learning.
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P> Laurence DEBRINCAT

Urban Mobility Plans in France
Urban mobility plans are alegal obligation in France for all urban areas of more than 100 000
inhabitants. Their main objective is to ensure a sustainable balance between mobility needs
and the preservation of the environment, health, and the quality of life. All decisions taken
by local authorities must be compatible with such plans. The first Plan in the lle-de-France
region, drafted in 2000, was under the responsibility of the State. The STIF, now in charge
of the Plan, decided to revise the original plan.

Challenges for an Urban Mobility Plan in the lle-de-France Region
We had the same challenges as in other European cities, notably providing mobility in a
context dominated by cars. We are makRing efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
and the number of road accidents. The lle-de-France region is made up of 1400 local muni-
cipalities and authorities that have the responsibility of implementing the Plan. We set up a
federative process to allow all of the stakReholders to get involved.

Key Elements of the New Urban Mobility Plan
We were able to establish targets for 2020 for urban mobility in France, aiming at reducing
cars and motorbiRes by 2%, increasing public transport by 20%, and increasing walking and
cycling by 10%. These targets will enable us to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 20% by
2020. In order to reach our targets, we identified 34 actions to be taken.

The Plan also aims to make the public transport service more appealing by developing ser-
vices, enhancing the quality of services offered, and making the use of public transport
easier. A large part of the Plan is devoted to developing walking and cycling.

P> Grazvydas JAKUBAUSKAS

In an innovative approach for urban transport, it is recognised that soft measures can have
a major impact on mobility demand. The rate of automobile use in Lithuania has skRyrocke-
ted in recent years while public transport services have remained of low quality. Vilnius is
approaching a saturation level, with 600 cars per 1,000 inhabitants.

Policy-makRers are in a difficult situation because transport operators are more involved
with engineering issues than with new models and approaches toward congestion, urban
sprawl, and land use.

In many countries, we need to have much smarter transport than ever before. We are looRing
intensely at the Intelligent Transport Systems (ITS) Directive as one of the solutions. Public
Private interaction is also crucial.

The major dilemma is how to achieve a balance between mobility demand management and
harder measures of modernisation.
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P> Monique VAN WORTEL
The Action Plan on Urban Mobility was adopted in 2009. We are now in the implementa-
tion phase. Under the principle of subsidiarity, we facilitate but do not take over. Under this
Action Plan:
e The Commission supports local authorities in developing Sustainable Urban Mobility
Plans through the exchange of best practices and support of educational activities.

e [tlaunched a study on multi-modal journey planners. It is now worRing toward recommen-
dations for EU-wide specifications.

e [t published a Guide on the state-of-the-art of various access restriction schemes in
Europe.

e [tis workRing on the ‘Green Car Initiative’ to study the economic and technical viability of
electric vehicles. It launched a ‘Clean Vehicle Portal’, to facilitate the implementation of
the Clean Vehicle Directive.

e To optimise urban mobility, the Commission organised a conference and study on urban
freight transport and logistics, and it set up an Urban ITS Expert Group.

e The Civitas program focuses on the development of solutions for clean and energy-effi-
cient transport.

The Commission presents its vision of the future of urban transport:
e Inits White Paper on Transport;

e |nits ‘State-of-the-Art’ report on the implementations of the Action Plan, to be published
soon on the EC website;

e |nits review of the Action Plan, to be published in 2012, which will present recommenda-
tions for future action.

Warsaw Transportation System
The overall goal of Warsaw’s transportation policy is the improvement and development of
the transportation system so as to create friendly conditions for public transport and the
environment.

The Warsaw Public Transport Authority overlooRs the underground, tram, busses, and rail
systems, public and private. Private companies are chosen by open tender. In the area of
Warsaw and its surroundings, a single ticket provides a journey from the metropolitan area
to the centre.

Paid parRing zones have been set up in the city. There are 275 Rilometres of bicycle paths.

Plans are underway for the development of a ring road system that could connect with the
national road system.

Transit of the heaviest freight is not permitted in Warsaw.

Barriers for a Wider Implementation of Best Practices
| believe that a lacR of sufficient legal frameworRs for public transport organisation in metro-
politan areas is a barrier to the success of improved mobility. The unpredictability of future
financial resources is a further barrier to success.

. P> Mieczyslaw REKSNIS
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Success Factors for a Wider Implementation of Best Practices
The success of public transport results from:

e Sustainable financing;

e Long-term contracting systems with city public transport companies for tram, metro, bus,
and city commuter rail;

e A“quasi* Metropolitan Public Transport Authority, based on mutual agreements between
the Transport Authority and localities in the metropolitan area.

Other Practices and Tools
The standard of interchange nodes should be improved for all passengers. Traffic mana-
gement and monitoring systems are crucial. lllegal behaviours related to bus-lane use or
parking need to be strictly monitored and sanctioned.






