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email tosubsidiarity@cor.europa.eu

Name of the Authority: Municipality of the city of Budapest

Contact person: Boriné Popp Délia (Delia Popp)

Contact details (phone, email) +36-327-1543 borinepd@budapest.hu
BACKGROUND

The Urban Mobility Action Plan consists of a confpesive support package aiming to provide

local, regional and national authorities with inderes, support and tools to develop a culture

of

sustainable urban mobility in the EU, which fosteosnpetitiveness, is environmentally friendly and
promotes an inclusive and cohesive society. Urbability should not be seen in isolation, but should
be addressed with the objectives of other commuygticies (cohesion, environment, growth and

jobs) in mind.

The action plan includes short and medium term ficatsolutions in the form of 20 actions across 6
thematic areak Actions are to be launched until 2012 and will tsed on partnership with and
voluntary commitment by local, regional and natibaathorities in cooperation with the European

Commission in selected areas. They will be impléadethrough existing EU programmes a
instruments. The European Commission underlineslttal, regional and national authorities wi
be free to make use of the support and tools affergler the action plan and that all actions wid
implemented through existing programmes and ingnim

Please complete the questions overleaf:
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Promotion of integrated policies, citizens' righgreen urban transport, funding, experience aosvledge sharing, optimisation

of urban mobility.
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A. Subsidiarity & Proportionality:

1. Given the responsibilities/competences of local @gibonal authorities in your country, which go

you think should be the role of the EU as regamiseving sustainable urban mobility?

If possible, provide reasons for your answer.

There are no regional authorities in Hungary. ThsEole in the field of sustainable mobility shau

be exactly the same as in other Central and EaBtemwpean countries: cities which are struggling to

overcome specific problems in their transport syst¢aging vehicles, decrepit infrastructure, tise ri

of individual transport) should be able to get supjfor the solutions which are most appropriate to

local needs. This means giving priority to renewhlrail-based rolling stock and to renewal g

expansion of infrastructure in order to make pubiansport significantly more competitive. Cities

must be encouraged to develop projects that carapielly and effectively implemented, and

nd

to

follow European best practices while adapting thientocal conditions. The EU should continpe

encouraging cities and surrounding areas in deugignd implementing integrated transport plan

2. Do you consider the proposed actions appropriate dohieving the objective of sustainal

urban mobility in the EU in a satisfactory manner?

If possible, provide reasons for your answer.

We find the Action Plan too weak. We regret that the modal shift towards more sustainable modes
of transport, that is to support a shift towards more sustaindiolens of transport, such as pub
transport, cycling and walkindjas not been emphasised at all in the Action Plan. European citig
insist on the need to considaodal shift as a key solution for reducing pollution and congestion in
urban areasin thefuture.

The Action Plan should includaitiatives for urban areas to achieve significant changes in t
modal split. Packages of measures are needed sa@adange of areas: from demand managen
tools and freight logistics to mobility managemend road safety. The initiatives must be crg
sectorial and part an integrated long-term framelwdeuropean cities would like to participate in t
planned working groups to develop such ideas (ead pricing).

Another weakness of the document isl#ok of emphasis on public transport, especially on the
fixed-track solutions. In the period of car dominated planning, betwdlea 1950s and the 197
many cities have eliminated their tram lines, replg these with extended roads which were {
occupied by buses and later by cars. The sames ¢daay regret their decisions and spend enorm
amounts of money to re-build something which ondgstezl. The Commission guidelines shqg
include statements on thpeiority of public transport modes and should suggest financing solutig
besides new development of such systems also amphavement of these in cities where they
exist (i.e. Structural Funds means should be atglanot only for new developments but also
improvements of public transport infrastructure ammlling stock). It is also crucial to creat
incentives towardscity-region cooperation in public transport, based on area-wide transpqg
associations.
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Apart from working out integrated sectorial polsi@nother important factor is abiding these pe$
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as well as the clearification of the roles of indival participants (ex: organizations responsiloie
supplying, service providers and units relying arviges) and the establishment of regulati
concerning their operational standards.

—h
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The main objective is to strive for giving the neveasures realistic content that can be interpreted

and adopted as well as fulfilled by the citites @analviders of public utility services.

In order to achieve the above objective its vergantant to create a single platform in order to en
the tasks to be achieved by cities clear. It i® aisportant to provide a uniform interpretation
cities regarding their responsibilities.
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B. Linkswith other EU policies:

3. Do you consider that the proposed actions wouldtrdmute to higher economic, social and

territorial cohesion within urban and peri-urbanrdees?

The intention is good, but the relevant transpedislon makers and operators need to be convi
that they have a real role in local public serviogih greater focus on improving the quality

nced
of

services and renewing vehicle stock and infrastinectwith a view to promoting sustainable urban
development. Failing this, the measures may no¢ lzaxeal impact, which would not be a desirable

outcome either for the Commission or for citieshia Member States.

4. Do you consider that the proposed actions wouldtrdmute to achieving the EU's energy a
climate change objectives?

The Mobility Plan fails to emphasises stronger jutshnsport and a more favourable modal split}, or

to identify measures in support of them, and igefoze too weak to achieve real change. In

the

absence of a stronger EU position, is the attiideities which will decide whether these measures

really make a positive contribution to achieving tbjectives.

5. Would you support the introduction of an urban rfibdimension in Sustainable Energy Plans

to be prepared by cities within the context of @lmvenant of Mayors?

Yes, definitely.

C. Additional action needed:

6. Do you consider that there are other or additionalelinof action relating to urban mobility th
have not been proposed by the Action Plan?

More coordination is needed between stakeholdersirban (regional) transport, together with

supervision at EU level. It is not sustainabletfansport sectors (e.g. road and urban transpotig
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in a situation where public transport modes arempeently disadvantaged in both financial g
physical terms, where there is confusion betweenrties of those commissioning and provid
services, and where cities deliberately or otheés public transport go into decline.
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7. Would you support the establishment of a spedifintial instrument encouraging urban a
metropolitan areas to set up integrated urban mbglans?
Should the access to such financial instrumentsubgect to conditions?

hd

Yes. Suchcomprehensive urban mobility plans should cover the whole functional urban area.
guidance on this should help to include in sucmlair quality and climate change, collect

transport, intelligent transport technology andteyss, mobility management and soft modes, ngi

responsible car use, road safety and the urbanndiore of international accessibility. Anoth

condition should be effective monitoring, followitige preparation of comprehensive mobility plans.

8. Would you support the extension of the scope ofttien Plan by funding incentives and/or
award scheme? The CoR opinion on the Green Igemﬂggested the equivalent of an EU-wW
"Blue flag Scheme" to be awarded on the basis e€ifip indicators to urban areas with lo
levels of pollution and congestion.

Yes, definitely — in the absence of specific inoesg, the mobility plan will be ineffective and ram
merely a guideline document.

9. What would your priorities for action/implementatibe?

i.  Establishing institutional structures (at natiomegional and local levels)
ii. Development and long-term establishment of finagsimuctures
iii.  Community responsibilities for transport infrasture and vehicle stock.
iv.  Community rates for services/fares

v.  Long-term interaction between public and individrahsport

D. Bedt practicesand experience:

10.Has your municipality/city or region (or the cornggnt members of your association) alred
implemented measures or initiatives helping to eshisustainable urban mobility in line with {
Action Plan (e.g. implementation of urban mobilians, passenger rights in urban transpg
rules and best practice regarding access to greereg, information exchange platforms etc)?

Please provide a short description of these measorénitiatives.
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Budapest participates in the Mobility Week movemérite "Budapest Szive" (Heart of Budape
programme is currently undergoing and has maddaerable progress in calming city centre traffi

E. Better regulation:

st)

o

11.Do you feel that the impact assessment accompaiiyingction Plan is comprehensive and takes

into account aspects particular to local and regabauthorities?

We did not find the section of the action plan refg to the impact assessment.

12.Do you feel that the implementation of the ActidanPwill result in increased financial or

administrative costs for your city, local authordy region?

In the short term yes, but improved efficiency cbehable costs to be recouped, though not ir
same area. If the action plan were more specificpovided support for renewal of public transp

and decrepit infrastructure, as well as for closegional cooperation, it would certainly be

worthwhile for cities and local councils to take aaditional tasks.
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