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(1) Firstly, it must be recognised that the transport and mobility nexus is primarily a political issue. 

The question we must ask is how we design our cities and regions in such a way that everyone 

has equitable access to mobility and development opportunities. 

 

(2) Secondly, the current debate about sustainable mobility must start with the issue of access. The 

accessibility of markets and health services, education and jobs, and participation in cultural and 

political life are only partially dependent on the availability of transport systems and operators. 

Regional and urban planning must be intermeshed with transport planning so that the outcomes 

are optimised supply systems and transport services for goods and people, including opportunities 

to bring goods to market, for urban and rural regions alike. 

  

(3) International consensus: The much-needed debate about sustainable mobility for the future is 

now taking place, but it has not yet reached the real decision-makers. To begin with, the 

intergenerational dimension of access to mobility must be given much more attention. The issue 

tends to be overlooked in both the national and the international debate, with the result that there 

is still no global consensus on which criteria should apply to sustainable transport and 

which indicators should be used to measure performance against these criteria.  

 

(4) New priority: a holistic approach: Achieving sustainable mobility for people and goods is a 

complex task. Effective strategies must begin by addressing people’s socio-cultural and economic 

needs, but without losing sight of the ecological dimension. Prosperity growth and development 

are hindered rather than helped by an increasing volume of traffic. A shift in society’s priorities and 



   

a rethinking of policies are required, combined with a clear commitment to new ways forward. 

Transport systems must serve people in all social groups, not vice versa. Towns and cities should 

no longer be planned around transport and its infrastructure. They must be redesigned by and, 

above all, for everyone in the urban community. If the present one-sided and one-dimensional 

approach were to give way to a holistic perspective which puts people and their livelihoods first, a 

major move in the right direction will automatically begin. The basis for this is a three-point 

strategy for sustainable transport: avoid – shift – improve.  

 

(5) A successful strategy should not only promote local public transport and non-motorised transport; 

it must also adopt measures to restrict less sustainable mobility. Like the financial markets, 

which were largely unregulated until very recently, the burgeoning car culture among aspirational 

middle classes worldwide, and especially in developing and emerging countries, needs to be 

regulated so that society at large and the Earth’s ecosystem do not pay the price.  

 

(6) It is essential to decouple the foreseeable growth in traffic from growth in energy 

consumption. Vehicle manufacturers and research institutions have been working intensively for 

years to develop new drive and vehicle technologies and alternative fuels. This will make a 

valuable contribution to the future energy-efficient movement of goods and people. However, 

there are justified doubts as to whether savings achieved through increased energy efficiency will 

indeed reduce the number of kilometres driven or whether alternative fuels may cause other 

problems (e.g. increased scarcity of arable land), and whether a reliable renewables-based 

energy supply will be available to power zero-emission electric cars.  

 

(7) We need new production and consumption patterns. Transport has accounted for a relatively 

low proportion of overheads until recently, and this has resulted in the globalisation of 

manufacturing. In consequence, the production of goods and services has become far too 

transport-intensive and consumes a massive share of resources. The spatial diversification of 

production sites is unsustainable in both a national and an international context, and a 

reintegration process is required. Higher transport costs, but also changed consumer behaviour, 

are making a contribution here. Certification (eco-labelling) of products and services can increase 

consumer awareness, and may prove to be a key factor influencing the demand side in the 

emerging economies as well.  

 

(8) In society at large and also in political opinion-forming, a fundamental change of direction and a 

process of rethinking are required to create a new vision of production and consumption – a vision 

which, over the long term, will create a new culture of mobility as part of a sustainable lifestyle – in 

North and South alike.  

 

(9) Real costing must be introduced: transporting passengers and freight by road generates high 

costs (accidents, congestion, air pollution) which are not paid by the user and polluter but by the 

environment and society at large. Internalisation of all external costs can reverse this process 

(“user pays” principle / “polluter pays” principle). 

 



   

(10) New interpretations of sustainability include stakeholder participation in the planning, 

implementation and evaluation process: to encourage the greatest possible acceptance of 

measures and thus maximise their effectiveness, they must be developed on a participatory basis 

at all levels. However, successes achieved in consensus-building must not undermine 

environmental and resource protection. 

 
(11) There are many countries, cities and communities which urgently need better institutional 

frameworks and an increase in the quality and quantity of their human resources. The 

chronic shortage of technical capacities, poor infrastructure and inefficient or non-existent 

coordination between municipal agencies impede efficient transport planning.  

 
(12) International consultations on what a global consensus on sustainable mobility might look 

like are inadequate. The 2011 negotiations in New York in preparation for the United Nations 

Conference on Sustainable Development (UNCSD) demonstrate the difficulties. Too many 

stakeholders with too many fields of interest make it hard to achieve results. The UN climate 

process is also beset with problems and its prospects of success are not particularly good. 

Nonetheless, an attempt must be made to set common objectives and reach agreements for the 

long term.  

 

(13) Donor countries and development organisations have a considerable influence over the 

formulation and implementation of future transport and mobility planning and policy in the partner 

countries of the Global South. Loans and subsidies for transport projects should in future be 

subject to sustainability criteria.  

 

(14) There are now numerous examples of best practice worldwide in fields such as local public 

transport, parking management, travel demand management, institution-building, non-motorised 

transport, etc. By learning from these examples and adapting them to their own local situation, 

cities and municipalities can radically shorten the often difficult and complex pathways towards 

sustainable solutions while avoiding mistakes and making financial savings. The regional (South-

South) and international (North-South) know-how and technology transfer must therefore be 

greatly expanded and given more support.  

 

(15) And finally, there is no “one size fits all” solution, nor a single stakeholder who could be 

given responsibility for identifying solutions. The application of the three-point strategy for 

sustainable mobility in developing and emerging countries differs from the process in the 

industrialised nations. Here too, the global signals from the environment, the economy and 

regions are unmistakable, but despite the focus on the global dimension, the tool box must be 

tailored to the national context and aligned to local conditions and needs.  


