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UJEP

- 1954 - Pedagogic high school
- 1991 - transformation to UJEP: 3 faculties

- 2019 - developing UJEP: 8 faculties, nearly 8,5 thous
students, more than 800 staff (400
academic)
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About FSE UJEP

* Founded 1991
— economics and management
— economic policy
— public administration, regional development
— social work

e 3 research institutes

— |EEP (www.ieep.cz)

— Research group on
Transport and regional development



http://www.ieep.cz/
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Urban mobility research

New and dynamic team

Multidisciplinary approach, emphasise on social sciences
— Transport planning and policy

— Transport economics

— Geography, demography

— Statistics and transport modelling

— Sociology, psychology

A close cooperation with the city of Usti

Cooperation with other cities and their networks, regional
bodies, ministries

International cooperation
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Research topics

Transport policy and planning

Mobility management

Monitoring and evaluation of policies and measures
Transport regulation

Support of non-motorized transport

Transport behaviour and transport behaviour changes
Transport and Environment / Public health

Smart City
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Future plans

Behavioral lab

New university course for master students on urban mobility planning,
involving the topic in other courses, e.g. case studies on sustainable
mobility planning/governance in management studies

Mobility plan for the University campus

Carpooling at the university

Further research topics:

Mobility management — for different cities, regions, companies and other bodies
How to better integrate regional transport

Transport behaviour of specific target groups

Transport behaviour surveys (harmonisation of methodology)

Harmonisation of some common transport indicators (modal split, ...)
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Research projects

Smart City — Smart Region — Smart Community

2018 — 2023

Research on potential of various Smart measures to change transport
behaviour

Several case studies
— Car-pooling
— Car-sharing
— On-line trip planners, real-time information in PT, e-government

Several surveys and data collections, repeated cross-section data

Global impacts — multimodal transport model
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Research projects

Strategic tools for support to municipal decision-making on
sustainable transport

 April 2018 - June 2021

* Focuson
— Barriers in strategic municipal planning (sustainable mobility)
— Decision-making on transport measures

— Monitoring and assessment (before and after) of sustainable urban mobility tools

* Main project outcomes:

— Certified methodology for cities for monitoring and evaluation of sustainable urban
mobility tools

— Web-based application on impacts of transport measures in urban areas
— Book for cities” employees on evaluation
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Methodology and sample characteristics

e Structured interviews on governance (45)

* FG + snowball sampling

* Questionnaire on evaluation praxis (70 answers, more than 50 Czech cities)

DIVISION OF RESPONDENTS BY THEIR AREA OF ACTIVITY

Characteristics
City politicians 11
Municipal authority representatives 11
City-run public transport authority representatives 3
Ministry representatives 4
Consultants. transport experts. academia 5
Non-governmental organization representatives 4
Representatives of companies offering new mobility

services for cities 6
Journalists 1




UNIVERZITA J. E. PURKYNE V USTI NAD LABEM

ANNENNNNN

Qualitative analyses

MAIN BARRIERS OF SUSTAINABLE MOBILITY MEASURES DEVELOPMENT DURING THE WHOLE PLANNING CYCLE

Planning Implementation Evaluation

Complicated permitting processes (in | Legislation (purchase of building sites) in the | Unconcern of politicians and
the case of infrastructure projects) case of infrastructure projects administrative staff

Willingness of politicians to support Complicated and problematic tendering

Missing data
measures processes <

Change of local governments during

Missing agreement among politicians Concern about data interpretation

implementation
Low acceptance by the public Communication with the public Lack of funds to collect data and
analyse them
Complicated communication of . . . .
- omp _ Missing experts at city level Missing experts at city level
involved actors N N
Missing experts at city level Financial (lack of funds)

Underestimation of planning (poor
documentation quality)
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Q method

* William Stephenson (The study of behavior; Q-
technique and its methodology, 1953)

115
"8




Shared viewpoints




Q method

Opinion reviews (research journals, newspapers,
blogs, youtube, etc.) = Q population

Development of a set of 42
statements = Q sample

Selection of participants = P sample
Sorting statements by participants = Q sorts
Factorial analysis

Interpretation — Shared viewpoints = Factors









Results

* PQ method programme (Peter Schmolck, 2015)

* 3 shared viewpoints (factors)

* They describe 65 % of varialibity



Table A.1: Statemenis and scores en 3 extracted factors

Facory
Bo 1 2 E]
1 Letws talkee Che paik of public transport improvessent, mol peice reduction. [T 1 o.TE 12 oo 24
3 Society should proside & QUaliy STEmative Tor Those wWho S0 Rl oW &8 O 1O Enjoy
comgarabie mobility options. 1r 4 [ ] i -158 40
¥ Currend urban traespert problems canest be sohved by sisngly Bl ding sufficient
Enfrastruchone Capacity. 137 E 155 H -05F a1
% ‘e med o proveide svallabilcy of publc transpon for all categories of chizerd sven ot the
s of significsnt regulabery inbensntond ars 14 [ £ 10 4
£ Car waffic in cities i pointhesly restricted e sloeasd dowrn. -1En &1 .40 1M nss 1%
& W thould promote denser devel opment rathes than wban speawd. iy '] (LT a o9y 3a
5 W Bave o emphas ation with neighbouring municipalities in prosision of
TrANSPOrT S rvicis with maximum utilbatis of public wanspert. 168 i 177 (] R T ]
g Molornway Vignettes for cars have 1o be abofished. Drivers pay mone than esough through
exdise duty and VAT aeeay. -108 & 106 41 0aF 18
# Goods vehichs should B restricied oo i impacs (-1 & [F ] a2 0ss 18
18 Pulbdic trardgeoet should run Taster tham cars. [l 12 [ £ -158 40
11 [EbaCIric Cairs OF simiar aRerratiee drives dhould make up ot East one Rall of §l s
runming in dtes by 2030 X i7 0.5 b -rka 41
1r Modem techebogy will ritobse the fund 114 s F4 [ 3 0r4 a3
15 People have to be motivated, mot forced, to reduce Snght Car use. oSS 18 arF ir LTS i
14 Cycling b a Panlltvy arecire than anything che, so that cities 5o not bave bo suppon oydists in
Sy CoRRTiog. ~-133 £ -14 £ iiz H
18 Shopping sne will good public trangpot Lerdoes S not Feed ings garking ansas. 11 18 [T +] 34 nse 15
16 The city has 1o Sevlop thaough INESEMEnT in new Drangst infragructune. ans F5) 208 i oEs 11
17 Urbaen deslivesries ane purely & smatter of private haoliers. The public secter should ot try
T infhenos them. 1 E 258 ® -1.% 3
™ [Fredght trasapet in cithes showld be subjedt to dear, sinple s stable rules on which
peoditicians would agree with privarie secior representatives. [E- m [, 1 L% oy 22
19 (CPilONen Unger 12 years of age Should Rt BCyTh 10 SCNG5) 0N T owe, even if thise i a
saife oyding trail L] - T ] L] -1 af
20 The city should take care that ditizens need & car for privabe use asitthe as possible. b El [-F%] T 167 F]
¥1 The coms of & car wip should be higher tan thaode of the s e Tip by public Draedgeot. . . s . i "
. Orkes do Fed nised & change in the cument tra Esshari b rduCE Enadrn il
impacts of transpon. -7 a3 [ m i r
. ‘Walking a opclieg sround the dry ane 2 health and pleasset sitemative particolay for
Al g 1aw 2 1.1 B -1e A
24 Public rardpot will Pever b go0d encugh 10 Sgnificantly reduce i oenership and use. e o . 1 .
25 Iwant a city where small shops ane sol neplaosd with karge commerdal cenres. aeE 18 2] ] nx 29
26 A second car in a family should not be penalised. [F ] F-l OUES o oy 2
¥ The city should resirict freight transport using aey aveilabde means. ons Fil o 16 (TLC I L
2E Eicycling erables people to move arcwrsd the dity Tresly and be independent. 13 a 1.1% 5 oo 24
. Cyclists showdd have their own infrastnecure wherever possible instead of sharing it with
CaE. aaF n Gl bL] OEs 10
50 The spesed of raffic in the doy & more imponant than avwvironsnenial npacts. -152 5 ¥ 36 osF a1
- ‘Wi sl et ks sy fund | chargis in tra Eodicy wWithout & sochety-wiss
AR T s = or £ 153 E]
az B bl T e ally frierlier wailll bt bar bty assioted by it roke
s g, cohebritie using ekearic cars/hedydes) than by polithoal Fsasunes [inicy s aET - 02E 10
a8 Thie peulbdic does not raed o b involised in ransport decibon-maling & it makes the
decision-making more oompdicrbed amd lengthier. RETY ECY aid Fr) EE T
54 Traeoport policy has to be adfusted to population ageing. OTE 13 Ga¥ M 0 17
S5 Otkes should fecus on builsing incentive pariieg Taciities a1 their edges. nos T am n  om 27
6 & reducthom in e Dot 1a0e, leading o S per IS 107 (e DFanspor authonties,
weniild only be mnadi in & popadist or green ideclogist oF F- ] s & -103 36
57 ‘Walking infrastructune does ot nissd 10 be Seveloped Bayond It present st ~L1E A% [ ] il 0A4¥ 15
56 Taling the public transport should be by Tar th most coewenient wiy of travel. il & ais 18 noe IS
- Thie cunrent stabe of ransporn in the dby & satisTactory and there is mo nesd to dange it
fundamentally. ~1k% ¥ -ka4 a2 054 5
&9 Everyors should sEart by thesrdelves ared use ublic ezt e often. Ty 11 ara 13 183 T
A1 Car cwmarship i indiapen able. ~1iE ol [.T. ) E- orE a@
A1 Further growth in car rafficis Tor i it in advancsd counries -1.4 a0 Qe L] LEL ]




Shared viewpoint I: “Public transport”

® Support of high-quality public transport
* PT = main mode competing with cars
= PT faster than cars

= Communities in the region should cooperate to secure a good connection
and accessibility

= Regulation of car use
= Support car-free life in cities

= Cycling and walking alternatives to cars, but they are not perceived as those
playing the main role as PT



Shared viewpoint Il: “Transport infrastructure”

" PT will never be a mode really competing with cars

= Better transport infrastructure which can allow cars to run fluently, there
should be enough parking spaces, etc.

= Cars can be substituted by walking and cycling for shorter distances
" |tis good when people use PT, but they should not be pushed

= Build new and improve existing transport infrastructure to create
conditions for sustainable mobility



Shared viewpoint llI: “Motivate people, not push them”

® Against any regulation (above all, regulation of car ownership and use, but
also freight traffic)

= Prefer motivation to regulation

" Do not see walking and cycling as alternative “full-fledged” modes of
transport

= Cycling is perceived only as a leisure activity
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