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EUROPEAN OPINION POLL ON ACCESS TO CITY CENTRES
by UITP and Socialdata

Opinion poll shows clear anti-car majority throughout Europe

An opinion poll held throughout Europe has shown that a clear majority of
the public are in favour of priority for pedestrians, cyclists and public
transport. Yet politicians and planners under-estimate public opinion,
wrongly assuming that the majority want car-orientated traffic planning.

The poll was commissioned by UITP (International Union of Public
Transport) and the EC, and evaluated by the Socialdata Institute in Munich.
For the first time the views of the public on mobility were sought and
compared with those of politicians and planners. Data from East and West
Germany were treated separately.

A majority of people in all countries agree that public transport and the use of
bicycles should be encouraged, if necessary at the expense of private
motorists. In only 4 out of 12 EC countries did a majority believe that motor
traffic levels were still tolerable - in Denmark, Ireland, Great Britain and the
former West Germany - see Fig 1.

However, not all the various solutions to traffic problems suggested met with
equal approval. Only in Greece and East Germany was a majority optimistic
about technical progress - see Fig 2. Nowhere is the bicycle seen as the prime
alternative to the car.

Walking was seen as the most important in Belgium, Denmark, Ireland,
Great Britain, France, the Netherlands and Italy, public transport in the other
countries (including West and East Germany). But in Denmark, the
Netherlands and Ireland at least, bicycles are seen as more important than
public transport - see Fig 3/5.

Although the public everywhere gives almost exactly the same priority to
environment-friendly transport, the politicians and planners believe that most
people still want traffic planning and policies to favour cars - see Fig 6.
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Source European Opinion Poll and Access to City Centres; study of International
Union of Public Transport and European Community. Brussels and Munich,
January 1992.

Addresses International Union of Public Transport, Avenue de I’Uruguay 19, B-1050

Brussel; Socialdata, Institut fir Verkehrs- und Infrastrukturforschung GmbH,
Hans-Grassel-Weg 1, D-8000 Minchen 70.
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Fig 3

Where the planning
needs of ©pedestrians
and motorists con-
flict, there is also a
clear preference.
Pedestrians should
have priority, even if
this would involve

disadvantages for the
drivers.
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countries.
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