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1. The Council of European Municipalities and Regions (CEMR) is the um-
brella organisation gathering 49 national associations representing local 
and regional government in 36 countries. CEMR's members represent lo-
cal and regional authorities in both urban and rural areas. 

2. CEMR has an active working group on transport, which has been working 
on the issue of sustainable mobility for a long time. In October 2004, 
CEMR published a “Manifesto on sustainable mobility for Europe’s regions, 
towns and municipalities”1. As well, CEMR has actively contributed to the 
making of the Aalborg Commitments and to their promotion, in particular 
through the Sustainable Cities and Towns Campaign. It was also a partner 
in the NICHES project, of which objectives were to identify and dissemi-
nate excellent, transferable examples of innovative urban transport con-
cepts. CEMR is currently involved in the ELTIS project whose aim is to 
provide information and support a practical transfer of knowledge and ex-
change of experience in the field of urban and regional transport in 
Europe.  

3. CEMR calls for EU sustainable mobility policies to be placed at the core of 
European, national, regional and local actions. Sustainable mobility implies 
a modal shift towards more sustainable modes of transport, including pub-
lic transport, cycling and walking, as well as the development of clean and 
energy efficient urban transport.  

4. For environmental and health reasons, the decoupling of road transport 
growth from economic growth should remain a priority of EU transport poli-
cies in the future. 

5. CEMR believes the EU can bring some added value in policy areas and 
challenges that are common to EU cities. However, urban transport poli-
cies are local by their very nature. A strong level of Subsidiarity must there-
fore be respected. Local decision-makers know best the local conditions 
and needs, and what suits their citizens.  

6. At their meeting on 4 and 5 December 2007, the members of CEMR’s Pol-
icy Committee engaged in a debate on urban transport and adopted the 
“Stuttgart Declaration on urban mobility “. Mayors and elected representa-
tives emphasised the essential role of European local and regions gov-
ernments to address sustainable mobility challenges2.  

 
"Towards a new culture for urban mobility” 

7. CEMR welcomes the aim of the Commission’s Green Paper on urban mo-
bility: to debate with citizens and all relevant stakeholders at local, re-
gional, national and European level what a European policy on urban mo-
bility should look like.  

8. CEMR welcomes the procedure chosen with a consultation phase, in 
which it participated actively, leading to a Green Paper, which again 

                                                
1 CEMR Manifesto on urban mobility (2004): http://www.ccre.org/bases/T_599_21_3524.pdf 
2 CEMR Stuttgart Declaration (2007):  http://www.ccre.org/docs/stuttgart_urban_mobility_en.pdf 
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opened this second consultation phase to identify actions that will be in-
cluded in an Action Plan on Urban Mobility.  

9. We are pleased to find many of our answers to the first consultation in the 
Green Paper and would welcome further exchange of views with the Euro-
pean Commission.  

10. CEMR is pleased that the Action Plan on Urban Mobility will propose con-
crete actions at all levels, including citizens and economy, with clear re-
sponsibilities and tasks and a timetable for action. However, it is crucial 
that the Action Plan respects the principle of Subsidiarity, thus supporting 
local and regional authorities in their transport policies, but not imposing 
solutions on them. The Action Plan should not lead to further EU regula-
tions implying obligations and financial burden for local and regional au-
thorities. European cities, regions, transport authorities and operators 
should be closely involved in the drawing of the Action Plan. 

11. CEMR believes the EU, when considering further actions related to urban 
mobility, should take into account the link with existing legislation having a 
direct or indirect impact on local transport policies (for instance legislation 
setting technical standards, on air quality, noise pollution, etc.). 

12. CEMR welcomes the integrated policy approach promoted by the Green 
Paper. We are pleased that the problem of urban conglomerations, the ur-
ban-rural interface and the trends towards urban sprawl and suburbanisa-
tion are addressed, as well as the demand for coordination between au-
thorities and the integration of different policy sectors such as urban plan-
ning, transport, economic and social affairs. Comprehensive mobility 
strategies must not only address transport, but also take into consideration 
the cultural, economic, social and territorial dimension. In this sense, we 
believe there are also opportunities to better integrate European transport 
policies into other community policies.  

13. CEMR supports the creation of a new culture for urban mobility, both 
amongst citizens and decision makers. Education and awareness raising 
are key to this and actions at EU level can have an important impact. 

14. CEMR considers that the role of employers should not be omitted in the 
Action Plan. The EU and public authorities at all levels have a role to play 
to support employers in launching initiatives to help their employees to 
move in a sustainable way.   

15. CEMR observes that the Green Paper does not refer to air, maritime and 
fluvial transport. Even if specific EU policies address these issues, they 
also have to be considered in light of inter-urban transport of goods and 
passengers.   

16. CEMR is disappointed by the low profile given to modal shift in the Green 
Paper. We are convinced that it needs strong measures to achieve a sig-
nificant change, and the appropriate level to impose rules on this matter 
must be the EU. 
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Subsidiarity in urban transport policies  

17. There is a need for a real EU policy on urban transport, not just bench-
marking and exchange of best practices. The European Union has a major 
role to play in favour of sustainable urban mobility, empowering cities while 
fully respecting the principles of Subsidiarity and Local Self-Government, 
in line with the Council of Europe’s Charter on Local Self-Government. 

18. CEMR welcomes that the Green Paper honours the Subsidiarity principle 
and the clear statement that local authorities are in the lead in defining and 
implementing urban mobility policies, but that the EU can support them, 
without imposing solutions. 

19. However, since the aim of the Green Paper is to offer options for local de-
cision makers and not to present solutions, much will depend on the fol-
low-up and the announced Action Plan. The latter must take into account 
the diversity of competence levels and administrative organisation in the 
Member States. In view of the diversity of local situations throughout 
Europe, there cannot be “one for all” solutions. Targets should thus, in 
general, not be mandatory and binding, but indicative. 

20. CEMR broadly agrees with the identified obstacles to successful urban 
mobility and the key issues and main challenges highlighted in the Green 
Paper. In CEMR’s opinion, the main barriers at local level to improving ur-
ban transport and mobility are insufficient funding; insufficient public in-
volvement and support; lack of appropriate structures and allocation of re-
sponsibilities between local, regional and national level; insufficient inter-
connection between transport networks and services; insufficient coordina-
tion between neighbouring cities, and insufficient coordination between 
transport services and the individual and varying transport needs of cus-
tomers. Public transport must adapt to the new customer needs. 

21. The EU can add value by, for instance : 

• providing clear legal frameworks that set common principles while 
respecting Subsidiarity and Local Self-government 

• setting technical standards (e.g. vehicles, equipment, fuels etc.) 
and ensuring interoperability 

• promoting research and the exchange of data and good practice  

• support actions aiming at changing mobility behaviour: launching 
campaigns to raise awareness and promote the implementation of 
the Aalborg commitments 

• integrating urban transport issues into sectoral EU policies and in-
tegration within different levels of government  

• providing guidance of a non-binding nature to cities on how to de-
velop sustainable urban transport plans and how to implement EU 
legislation that closely relates to urban transport, such as air qual-
ity directive  

• providing help in transport demand management 
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• ensuring strong financial frameworks for urban transport (struc-
tural funds, EIB loans, dedicated fund, etc.), with priority given to 
public transport and sustainable modes of transport  

• supporting clean vehicles through legislative measures targeted at 
manufacturers and financial incentives for public bodies. 

On this last point, CEMR takes note of the recent Commission’s directive pro-
posal on clean and energy efficient vehicles and will examine it in detail.  
 
Questions from the Green Paper 
 
1. Should a "labelling'" scheme be envisaged to recognise the efforts of pioneer-
ing cities to combat congestion and improve living conditions? 

CEMR supports the idea of recognising the efforts of cities on sustainable mo-
bility. A labelling scheme might be a positive contribution to this aim. Neverthe-
less, this labelling must take into account the wide variety of local and regional 
situations throughout Europe and should recognise progresses as compared 
with the situation of the city at an earlier stage, not a pan-European benchmark-
ing between cities where the situation is not comparable.  

However, the most important point should remain the sharing of experiences, 
not the recognition of efforts. 
  

2. What measures could be taken to promote walking and cycling as real alter-
natives to car?  

Measures could include attractive, secured and safe zones dedicated to pedes-
trians and cyclists, implementation of innovative solutions, awareness raising 
campaigns and charges on car transport. The intermodality with other transport 
modes and the integration of walking and cycling should play a major role in 
Sustainable Urban Transport Plans. 

The EU can facilitate the exchange of best practice and promote walking and 
cycling through the upcoming guidance on Sustainable Urban Transport Plans.  

 
3. What could be done to promote a modal shift towards sustainable transport 
modes in cities? 

CEMR calls on the European Commission to renew its efforts to better balance 
the modal split of the transport of passengers and goods in the EU. CEMR is 
disappointed that the revision of the White Paper on transport in 2006 has 
weakened this essential objective of the original 2001 White Paper.  

CEMR considers it is essential to promote both restrictive measures to discour-
age the use of cars (e.g. creation of Green Zones, reduction of accessibility to 
the city centre, etc.) and incentives measures, such as the development of 
competitive and coordinated alternatives, embracing a diversity of modes (e.g. 
investment in public transport, car-sharing, car-pooling, etc.).  

Actions directed at citizens and business should also aim to alter lifestyles, atti-
tudes and perceptions so that European society becomes less reliant on car 
and road use, particularly in cities.   
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What could be the potential role of the EU? 

CEMR supports the development of new tools at European level for the inter-
nalisation of external costs and warmly welcomes the intention of the Commis-
sion to strengthen and support networks related to urban mobility within net-
working activities like URBACT and Regions for Economic Change. 

CEMR suggests the organisation of a European public awareness campaign on 
activities regarding sustainable urban mobility together with stakeholders active 
in that field, as well as an annual European conference on “advanced urban 
transport solutions”. 

A wide room for manoeuvre should be left to local and regional authorities to 
favour a balanced modal split, whilst at the same time planning for the interop-
erability between different transport modes. Nevertheless, the EU could play a 
role by offering guidance and financing opportunities to support their efforts.   
 
4. How could the use of clean and energy efficient technologies in urban trans-
port be further increased? 

Economic incentives are needed to promote cost-effective, greener public 
transport solutions, as well as guidance to cities on how to cut pollution from 
transport by sharing good examples.  

The EU should encourage Member States to reform national vehicle taxation 
regimes so that they support cleaner vehicles. As well, CEMR supports strong 
EU-wide measures on vehicles emissions, in particular strong EU emission 
standards on light and heavy vehicles (strong Euro V and VI norms) and legisla-
tion on CO2 emissions from cars and trucks.  

CEMR welcomes that the Commission wants to support the market introduction 
of clean and energy efficient vehicles by green public procurement. However, 
the integration of lifetime costs of energy consumption, CO2 and pollutants 
emissions as award criteria can have detrimental effects on public transport. 
Budgets are limited and the extra initial costs of vehicle procurement, even 
though compensated in the long term, should not lead to cuts in public transport 
services. National and EU authorities should financially support the purchase of 
clean vehicles by local and regional authorities. 

While the public sector should set a good example, it is important that the pri-
vate economy and citizens are not relieved from their responsibility.  

 
5. How could joint green procurement be promoted? 

CEMR would welcome a wider application of the Commission’s support for the 
development of joint green procurement schemes by public authorities through 
pilot projects. The EU could also promote the exchange of experience by widely 
disseminating the evaluation of these pilot projects and its handbook on green 
public procurement.  

The EU should facilitate the joint procurement of clean vehicles through an ad-
aptation of the rules for green public procurement, through the possibility to in-
sert external costs criteria in public tenders and through a general principle of 
prevalence of the environmental criteria over economic criteria where they are 
in conflict.  
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6. Should criteria or guidance be set out for the definition of Green Zones and 
their restriction measures? What is the best way to ensure their compatibility 
with free circulation? Is there an issue of cross border enforcement of local rules 
governing Green Zones? 

In general CEMR welcomes a common approach to Green Zones and supports 
a single vision for Green Zones which is sufficiently flexible to allow local varia-
tions. In this context, it would be useful to develop a uniform traffic sign to mark 
environmental zones, recognisable in every Member State. We also request the 
European Commission to support the exchange of best practices, for instance 
in the area of technologies for visual recognition of vehicles. 

However, this must not prevent from the possibilities of cities to enforce alterna-
tive, stricter or greener rules where appropriate, considering the diversity of 
situations at local level.  Ensuring a free flow of traffic cannot be pursued to the 
exclusion of managing mobility in a sustainable manner overall. 

Certain cities experience difficulties to carry out enforcement of local rules gov-
erning Green Zones, difficulties increased in case of cross border enforcement 
(e.g. identification of car owner, recovery of penalties). The EU has a major role 
to play in order to find a proper solution for decriminalised traffic offences. In 
particular, it could facilitate exchange of best practice and provide guidance on 
the practical and legal aspects of this enforcement. 
 
7. How could eco-driving be further promoted? 

Some cities have developed projects on eco-driving and gathered quite good 
experiences. The EU could facilitate the dissemination of good examples and 
organise awareness campaigns by EU citizens on the impacts of driving behav-
iours on the environment and quality of life.  

The EU could also support the use of vehicles coherent with eco-driving, as well 
as innovation regarding car equipment.  

CEMR also considers that the EU should encourage Member States to promote 
eco-driving as part of their national driving test procedures.  

 
8. Should better information services for travellers be developed and pro-

moted? 

Reliable, attractive and accessible information services are essential to favour 
urban, rural and regional mobility and intermodality. The integration of informa-
tion services related to transport and events of the local life (e.g. cultural or 
sports events, demonstrations , etc.) can make it easier for travellers to move in 
a sustainable way. 

Innovative solutions including different transport modes could be promoted by 
the EU through its research pilot projects and exchange of information activities.  

 
9. Are further actions needed to ensure standardisation of interfaces and inter-

operability of ITS applications in towns and cities? Which applications should 
take priority when action is taken? 
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CEMR supports the use of Intelligent Transport Systems and open standards 
for interfaces and interoperability (of technology and between transport modes, 
various functions, areas and countries).  

Innovative demand management is a good approach. EU should remove barri-
ers and ensure such approaches are applied consistently across the EU and at 
all relevant levels.  

While ITS can be good tools, they cannot solve the main problems. 

 
10. Regarding ITS, how could the exchange of information and best practices 

between all involved parties be improved? 

The Commission should support a wider dissemination of good practices and 
data in the field of ITS, as well as a voluntary framework for ITS deployment in 
EU towns and cities to address the interoperability issue.  

 
11. How can the quality of collective transport in European towns and cities be 

increased? 

CEMR welcomes the new regulation on public passenger transport services by 
rail and road, which allows local and regional authorities to define public service 
obligations and the imposition of social tariffs. We are also pleased that public 
authorities can introduce selection and award criteria with respect to the quality 
of transport services. The Commission could support the exchange of informa-
tion on the implementation of these tools provided by the regulation to improve 
the quality of transport services. 

The EU should provide legal certainty for inter-communal cooperation and in-
house organisation of public transport. CEMR believes that local elected repre-
sentatives are in the best position to choose the economic model which best 
ensures delivery of high quality public transport that meets the citizens' needs. 
While increased competition may indeed have positive effects, particularly eco-
nomic, we are concerned that such benefits may come at the expense of quality 
and effective coordination between different transport modes. 

CEMR agrees with citizens’ demand for high quality, efficient and accessible 
public transport and that the lack of this can be an obstacle to a modal shift from 
private to public transport. To resolve this, however, national authorities have to 
provide the local and regional level with sufficient financial resources. Other-
wise, restraint local budgets hinder public transport of high quality.  

 
12. Should the development of dedicated lanes for collective transport be en-

couraged? 

CEMR is in favour of dedicated lanes for collective transport, provided that local 
authorities are free to choose in the end the best solution adapted to local cir-
cumstances.  

As this might implicate high costs for cities and the resistance of private car us-
ers, the EU and national governments should support measures both financially 
and through information and behavioural campaigns.  
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13.  Is there a need to introduce a European Charter on rights and obligations 
for passengers using collective transport? 

CEMR sees the danger that such a Charter does not recognize the various 
situations and needs of the different cities throughout Europe, and the principle 
of Local Self-government. On the other hand, if the Charter remains on a quite 
general level, it might not bring any added value. In line with the principle of 
Subsidiarity, such a Charter should be left to the regional or national level. 

 
14.  What measures could be undertaken to better integrate passenger and 

freight transport in research and in urban mobility planning? 

CEMR is pleased that the Green Paper addresses urban freight transport and is 
interested in further exchange of good practices in this field.  

CEMR believes this issue should be addressed in the upcoming guidance on 
Sustainable Urban Transport Plans. Cities and agglomerations could be en-
couraged to produce urban mobility plans including both the question of pas-
senger and freight transport. The commercial mobility needs should be ad-
dressed as well. 

Research could be promoted by including this theme in European programmes 
and projects. For instance, the EU could create a collaborative work platform on 
sustainable mobility dealing both with freight and passenger transport, like the 
existing platforms for the rail transport (ERRAC) and the road freight transport 
(ERJRAC). As well, attention has to be paid to the implementation and the ap-
plicability of research results.  

 
15.  How can better coordination between urban and interurban transport and 

land use planning be achieved? What type of organisational structure could 
be appropriate? 

CEMR supports the development of better policy and strategy links between 
mobility, spatial and economic planning at all levels of governance. In particular, 
local and regional authorities must cooperate closely to guarantee efficient and 
coherent transport policies. National governments and the EU should support 
and encourage this cooperation, set the frame and contribute financially. 

As governance is the key to sustainable urban transport, the EU should pro-
mote the transport competences of local and regional governments. The EU 
can encourage national governments to improve transport governance and 
planning, as well as the cooperation among the local, regional and national lev-
els (better connecting urban transport with regional and national transport ser-
vices, better integration of land use, urban and interurban planning). CEMR 
wants the issue of land use to be more prominently addressed in the upcoming 
Action Plan which will follow the consultation on the Green Paper. 

CEMR welcomes that the Green Paper also addresses the issue of agglomera-
tions, not just cities. However, the focus on agglomerations and related issues, 
such as the question of commuters, should be even stronger in the Action Plan. 

 
16. What further actions should be undertaken to help cities and towns meet 

their road safety and personal security challenges in urban transport? 
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CEMR welcomes the proposed more intensive and structured dialogue with lo-
cal and regional stakeholders and Member States on new technologies for in-
creasing safety.  

Concerning the problems of safety and security in urban transport, the EU has a 
relevant role to play. The EU level can promote campaigns on behavioural 
change and exchange of practices, legislate on vehicle and infrastructure safety 
standards, support the introduction of safety technologies, encourage the im-
provement of alarm systems and emergency planning procedures and give 
guidance to local and regional authorities to enforce traffic rules. 

 
17. How can operators and citizens be better informed on the potential of ad-

vanced infrastructure management and vehicle technologies for safety? 

European information campaigns adapted to local circumstances and guidance 
to local operators might be a good way to go. 

 
18.  Should automatic radar devices adapted to the urban environment be de-

veloped and should their use be promoted? 
19.  Is video surveillance a good tool for safety and security in urban transport? 

While automatic radar devices and video surveillance surely can be meaningful 
in some circumstances and to some aim, they cannot solve all safety and secu-
rity problems. It is also important to consider the question of data protection in 
this context. It should be up to national authorities in cooperation with local and 
regional authorities to answer these questions. 

 
20. Should all stakeholders work together in developing a new mobility culture in 

Europe? Based on the model of the European Road Safety Observatory, 
could a European Observatory on Urban Mobility be a useful initiative to 
support this cooperation? 

Without all stakeholders working together, a new mobility culture in Europe will 
never become reality. Mobility is one of the policy issues presupposing an ac-
tive cooperation between public authorities at all levels, as well as citizens, 
business and other relevant actors.  

CEMR supports the proposal of European data collection on urban mobility sta-
tistics, which should be easily accessible to local authorities. This would clarify 
the challenges related to urban mobility, enrich the Eurostat database and make 
comparisons possible.  

CEMR also considers that the creation of a European Observatory on Urban 
Mobility should be explored, provided this does not imply additional administra-
tive burden. Further details and information have to be provided, in order to as-
sess the opportunity to set up such an Observatory. 

 
21. How could existing financial instruments such as structural and cohesion 
funds be better used in a coherent way to support integrated and sustainable 
urban transport? 

Financing for public transport should be considered as a one of the priorities of 
the regional development policy. The more broad and solid basis for financing 
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urban and collective transport under the current programming period is wel-
comed as well as the new reference to integrated strategies for clean transport 
in the ERDF and Cohesion Fund regulations.  

However, potential project beneficiaries may not be aware of the extent to which 
Structural funds can be used to transport initiatives outside of "convergence ar-
eas", so that information on funding should be improved. The mid-term review 
of the Operational Programmes could also be the opportunity to consider better 
support to urban transport. 

CEMR welcomes the numerous EU programmes and projects that investigate 
innovative transport policies and organise exchanges of good practices. How-
ever, CEMR regrets that the European Commission does not offer financing to 
help cities and regions to develop strong alternatives to car use. CEMR would 
have welcomed, as part of the Thematic Strategy on Urban Environment, offers 
to finance the implementation of sustainable mobility plans in selected EU cities.  

CEMR considers the CIVITAS programme as most useful and is looking for-
ward to seeing the suggested development based on the CIVITAS approach for 
a dedicated EU support programme for financing clean urban transport activities 
outside the research framework.  

 
22. How could economic instruments, in particular market-based instruments, 
support clean and energy efficient urban transport? 

CEMR supports the idea that all stakeholders at all levels, including users, must 
contribute to financing urban mobility.  

National governments must guarantee important, stable and long term financing 
for public transport investments at local, regional and national level. Market-
based instruments can support sustainable urban transport, but not replace 
public funding. 

CEMR supports the promotion of new funding tools that can be implemented by 
local authorities. Road pricing schemes, environmental taxes, taxes on energy, 
taxes on CO2 and urban congestion charges can provide additional resources 
for sustainable transport modes. But these innovative economic instruments 
can also act as a financial incentive to trigger the shift of consciousness towards 
an increased use of public transport or clean and energy efficient modes of 
transport.  

CEMR stresses that those additional resources should be used in priority for 
investment in public transport and sustainable mobility solutions.   

 
23. How could targeted research activities help more in integrating urban con-
straints and urban traffic development? 

The EU should conduct further studies involving more partners on a wider trans-
port infrastructure system. 

 CEMR underlines how essential it is to ensure a wide dissemination of the re-
sults of these research activities and to provide the information in several lan-
guages. Local decision makers should be aware of the existence of this infor-
mation and be able to access it easily. In order to be effective, it is also impor-
tant that the results can be practically used by local decision makers. 
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24. Should towns and cities be encouraged to use urban charging? Is there a 
need for a general framework and/or guidance for urban charging? Should the 
revenues be earmarked to improve collective urban transport? Should external 
costs be internalised? 

CEMR welcomes the better taking into account of external costs by the Eurovi-
gnette directive and supports the introduction of an urban dimension on the oc-
casion of the next revision of the Eurovignette directive, so that road charging 
applies to all types of vehicles and infrastructures.  

CEMR considers the EU should promote road pricing schemes. The choice of 
introducing urban charging should be the responsibility of the local and regional 
authorities, which have to assess its benefits and impacts. As well, local and 
regional authorities should be able to decide themselves what the revenues of 
road charging are to be used for. The EU can help the local decision-makers to 
overcome the reticence of citizens. For instance, it should organise the ex-
change of information and experiences on congestion charging.  

CEMR supports the internalisation of external costs and the announcement of a 
common EU methodology for calculating external costs. In parallel, coordinated 
efforts to reduce the production of external costs (e.g. negative environmental 
impacts of transport) are crucial.  

25. What added value could, in the longer term, targeted European support for 
financing clean and energy efficient urban transport, bring? 

Sustainable mobility policies represent a great financial challenge for local au-
thorities. In many cases, European support for financing clean and energy effi-
cient urban transport is a precondition that local measures can be implemented. 
In other cases, European support has important impacts on national, regional 
and local policy and financial priorities. So that CEMR strongly supports the set-
ting up of a dedicated and flexible fund for urban transport projects. 
 
 

* * * * * 


