The NewPOL Network Perspective

Report and Comments

Summary : keywords/phrases

Methodology of scenarios – Future challenges for long distance transport in Europe – Air quality and CO2 evolution – Traffic congestion (more on urban and regional roads than on motorways in Belgium) – Safety and Noise – Energy supply – Climate change – Regional and urban congestion – Rail solution – Long distance transport scenarios (road, sea, …) – Freight transport is more important than passenger transport in the EU – Drives for change – Security of Energy Supply concerns – Era of comfortable oil is ending – Small disruptions create price shocks – Alternatives are not always environmentally friendly – Geopolitical partnership / dependency – Cohesion concerns – Economic growth concerns – The Lisbon Process – Greenhouse emission gas concerns --- > 2040-50 = ??? – “Best way to foresee the future is to create it” – There is a limit to the number of roads one can build to satisfy the increase in traffic – Car parking – Which continent/country has the biggest share in the CO2 increase? Solutions: rail, intermodal transport, moving things closer together, taxation (small profit on small cars, small circulation tax for very efficient cars) – Sweden: few bakeries --- > transport to have bread – “Food is oil” – Limited cooperation, no logistics corridor, trains have to wait for passengers to deliver goods – Could prices promote a better use of the infrastructure?  - Taxation and good transport Policy System – Congestion charging, Tourism… - Poorly designed traffic system can create more problems and increase CO2 emission - Road pricing: very expensive tax to collect - Capacity extensions influence a transport system – Potential for extensions: rail >>> car – Space limitations on motorways – Intelligent roads – Intelligent vehicles – Every vehicle = mobile network node – Cooperative control for more capacity: status information of entire network, optimum route choice, logistics optimised, … - New possibilities: personalised collective transport, road charging for every trip, transport substitution through internet, online market place and shopping, … - Measuring and comparing the real world emissions from different transport modes accounting also for critical situations (traffic jams) – Assessing the impact of the emissions from different transport modes on the air quality and related health impacts – Contribution of transport sector to urban air quality – Assessing the potential environmental benefits of non-road transport modes and new transport technologies - Need not only better roads, but mainly a better organisation of transport - Why are there no penalties? No threats for companies? – Deep sea ships – Interoperability and Multi-instrumentality - Organisation of freight transport: how can we achieve a better mixing with passenger transport? – Intermodality: rail/road interchanges. Example: 3 full trains everyday, but 8 hrs are needed before the departure of train to bring the goods and during that time the truck has already reached its destination.  

Comments

The general impression left by the successive academic presentations was for us rather disappointing:

- air traffic was hardly mentioned

- the word "noise" was hardly heard during the debates

- no mention of nanopathology (excepting myself at the end of the workshop)

- even though the individual academic lectures were well-structured and interesting, the inability to articulate these together gave a final global destructured impression that disserved the very purpose of the workshop: no one was able to elaborate any immediate practical plan to effectively deal with the issues at hand. This has been referred to...later.

- no feeling of urgency. But the situation IS urgent. Inertia has been, and still is, a chronic major disease of our time, past and present.

- no mention of anti-gravity technology

As I remarked at the end of the workshop, the major goal (or top priority) in the Third Millennium should be: world society well being and quality of life.

What has been the impact of the STOA Workshop on Society Well Being and Quality of Life through the theme "The future of transport in Europe" since last March...?...

Hmmm...

I am certainly NOT stigmatising STOA, because the problem is found nearly everywhere whatever the workshop on whatever subject: practical concrete follow-up. 

The NewPOL Network is trying to help.

The Missing Link is all too often: impact. The Common Denominator is all too often: inappropriate strategy.

How can we give optimum impact to the STOA Workshop on EU Transport? Through interfaces.

Our suggestion is creating a CWIN (= Customised World Interdisciplinary Network). More specifically a CWIN 10. (CWIN 4-1 was devoted to Bladder Cancer as you may remember). This shall have maximum impact on World Society Well Being and Quality of Life. 

In the meantime, one practical strategy could already use the following keywords/phrases: well being and quality of life - environment - societal networks/issues - direct taxes - public lobby - politics - jurisprudence - education - research & development - collective awareness - culture - ...

The following is just the emerging part of the iceberg and is in fact what I am doing in Belgium in association with top flight lawyers. [Interfaces shall indeed imply rethinking the national legal systems and constitutions.]

Three major Belgian Newspapers are following our efforts.

Taxes should be deserved and presuppose mutual solidarity and respect between the citizen and the State. Respecting the citizen also means respecting his/her well being and quality of life. Should this not be the case, the citizen should have the right to question the obligation to pay taxes that are not deserved.

This can create a very powerful public lobby across frontiers with far reaching applications. Human beings who live in a polluted noisy atmosphere are endangering their health: why should they pay taxes to a government that is directly poisoning their lives (in Brussels, London, Paris, Mexico, Tokyo, Shanghai, New Delhi, ...?) A massive refusal would perhaps effectively deal with the ever prevailing inertia and hypocrisy in these fields: massive dynamic efforts to find alternative non-polluting transport technology and novel/renewable energy sources. Aerospace engineers would be forced into finding a solution very rapidly indeed! 

The problem in Belgium should be highlighted internationally because what is happening now is taking place in the Capital of Europe. The increased atmospheric pollution and noise in and around Brussels through airplane traffic and the Belgian State’s refusal - notwithstanding multiple State Council condemnations - to comply to Belgian Law, has exasperated the population. 

Worse, citizens are arrested and their computers confiscated by force because they strongly protested to the Flemish Ministers by e-mail.  

Intimidation and harassment of the linguistic minorities are current practises in the Flemish administration and are examples of democratic regression in Belgium. 

This is a pity because the Flemish population in general is very different: friendly, reliable and hard working.

This only serves to show how an interface can create serious problems when it takes on the form of solid brick walls. 

***

