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1. Introduction

The relation between freight transport and economic activity gets more and more
attention from researchers, planners and policy makers. The demand for transport
services both by companies and households is the result of the spatial separation of the
production and the consumption of final and intermediate goods, as well as factors of
production such as labour. At the same time, transport itself is considered as a
production factor, creating value added by moving raw materials, intermediate and
finished goods from origin to destination. On top of this, the role of investments in
transport infrastructure as a stimulus for economic growth and development gets more
and more attention of policy makers. Briefly, transport is important and necessary for
the present-day economy.

Still, the relation between transport, transport policy and economic activity is not
fully understood yet. This is partly due to the fact that the objectives of users and
producers of transport, on the one hand, and the government on the other hand, are
complex and not always easy to evaluate. This paper wants to unveil part of this
complexity by looking into more detail into the relation between objectives,
instruments and accomplishment measures.

The starting point is a welfare economics framework to formulate overall long term
and medium term transport objectives’. For each specific mode and node, the
instruments to realise the objectives are derived. Finally a list of indicators for the
identification and measurement of the final realisation of the objectives is made.
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When identifying the objectives, instruments and indicators, it is important to take
into account their interrelationships. This is illustrated by a specific example for rail
freight transport.

2. Transport objectives, instruments and indicators

The main goals of economic policy are undoubtedly to serve general interest and
promote overall welfare. In general, the objectives of economic policy can be
extremely varied: stimulating economic growth, reducing inflation, creating
employment, redistribution of income, etc. However, one should always bear in mind
that, to achieve the highest welfare benefits, the most efficient means has to be chosen.
This implies that policymakers should select the most appropriate and especially the
most direct measures from the whole range of measures, so that no welfare losses or
inefficiencies occur, e.g. equitable income distribution is realised through direct
transfer of income, employment is stimulated by a direct reduction of taxes on labour,
etc. This approach is commonly referred to in welfare economics as the ‘first-best
optimum’.

Past practices in most European countries, however, reveal that transport is often
used as a means to realise all kinds of objectives that lie beyond the field of
transportation. Transport policy has been used to promote regional development, to
support branches of industry, to provide social assistance, to boost employment and to
achieve other general political goals. Often policymakers never bother to ask
themselves whether transport measures are in fact the most efficient means of realising
such objectives (Blauwens, De Baere and Van de VVoorde, 2002, p. 334).

The main objective that remains for transport policy is to optimise transport itself.
This implies that the utility of transport should outweigh its social cost by the greatest
possible social surplus, so that transport will contribute maximally to the general
welfare. In order to clarify this objective, two curves need to be considered: the
marginal social cost curve (Msc) and the demand curve (D) as illustrated by Fig. 1.

The utility of transport is reflected in the willingness to pay of the transport user,
which, in its turn, is represented by the demand curve. The marginal social cost of
transport encompasses all the sacrifices that the economy as a whole is required to
make for the production of an additional unit of transport. The concept not only
includes the private cost borne by the transport user as represented by the marginal
private cost (Mpc), but also the cost for the society as a whole. The latter includes costs
that the transport user does not cover but rather imposes upon third parties — called
external costs — such as environmental costs, congestion costs, infrastructure costs and
accident costs. Combining the demand curve and the marginal social cost curve gives
the optimal volume of transport performances which is attained at the intersection of



both curves. At this point, the utility of transport to the users exceeds the social costs
maximally.

Fig. 1 - Social optimum and external costs
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Source: Blauwens G., De Baere P., Van de Voorde E. (2002).

If we want to derive transport objectives, instruments to realise these objectives and
indicators, our starting point should always be the first best optimum approach so that
efficiency and welfare gains are maximised. As such, objectives that lie beyond the
scope of transport and for which more direct measures are more appropriate, are not
taken into consideration®. The tables listing the indicators for the different modes and
nodes were drafted from this point of view (cfr. infra).

For transport policy, most of the time two major overall objectives are considered:
economic efficiency and equity. As is summarised in Fig. 2, these two overall
objectives cover a number of long-term objectives*: economic efficiency for both
passenger and freight transport, environment and health, liveability, safety and security,
economic development and inter-/intragenerational equity. In order to translate the long
term objectives in more practical and measurable targets, a number of intermediate or

% We would like to stress that we restrict this point of view to the European context. For
developing countries, a “first best approach’ might not always be the most obvious and socially
optimal solution.

* Within this process, use is made of the concept (common within general economic literature) in
which a distinction between long and medium term is made on the fact that long term changes
require large investments and structural adjustments whereas medium term changes don’t.
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medium term objectives are used. Whereas the long term objectives are general and
common to all transport modes, the intermediate targets are in most of the cases mode-
and/or node-specific, as are the instruments to reach the objectives. As such, a
classification per node and mode is introduced. Finally, the indicators should give an
idea of the effectiveness of the instruments in realising the final objectives.

Fig. 2 - Approach to derive the indicators
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In deriving the specific objectives, instruments and indicators, three stakeholders’
points of view are considered: those of the government, of the producer and of the user,
resulting in a two-dimensional table (cfr. Tab. 1) which is the overall structure used for
further analysis.



Tab. 1 - Working structure for determining indicators

Transport mode / node

Long term Medium term ]
T o Instruments Indicators
objectives objectives
Government
Producer
Consumer

Source: Own composition.

Completing this table for every node and mode leads to Tab. 2. It gives an overall
framework which can be used as a starting point to deduce more specific transport
objectives, instruments and indicators for specific countries, regions or situations. It
should be noted that a given indicator might be linked to several objectives and
instruments.

As far as the consumer is concerned, the long term objective for households is inter-
temporal utility maximisation. For companies using transport as an input for their
production activities, this translates into profit maximisation. The long term objectives
of the government can be brought together under the heading of maximisation of social
welfare. In general this implies guaranteeing economic efficiency and fair competition,
safety and minimisation of negative external effects. For some modes additional
objectives such as ensuring regular services in public transport or facilitating
transhipments in freight transport enter the picture. For the private producers or
providers of transport services, the ultimate long term objective is or should be profit
maximisation.

The medium term objectives help to realise the long term ones and are more
specific and easier to control. For the producers the way in which profit maximisation
is realised will depend upon a number of intermediate targets such as the generation of
added value, the increase of the market share, the improvement of safety and quality,
etc. Which of those objectives are actually emphasised, will depend upon a number of
factors such as the market structure, the mode and type of transport, the capital and
ownership structure, etc. The medium term objectives of the consumers of freight
transport services can in general be summarised as minimising their logistics costs and
obtaining a good price/quality relation. The users of passenger public transport systems
require punctuality and reliability, good connections and an optimal price/quality
relation.




For the government the medium term objectives will depend largely upon the mode
of transport and the actual legal and market structure of the type of transport. To
improve competition within and between modes, the intermediate targets are amongst
others: fair and efficient pricing with internalisation of external costs, transparency of
the market, facilitation of market access, harmonisation of competitive terms, etc. For
the reduction of negative external effects a number of medium targets such as
internalisation of the external costs, the reduction of accidents, the promotion of public
transport, etc., can be set. Tab. 2 gives a more detailed list of the medium term
objectives for each transport mode and node.

The instruments to realise all those objectives are rather complex and can be very
specific but they can be grouped under a number of headings. For the users of freight
transport services the realisation of price/quality conditions will mainly depend upon
their negotiation power and the size and quantity of their shipments. In public
passenger transport, the consumers have practically no instruments to realise their
intermediate targets. They depend largely on the providers and quite often the only
alternative they have is private transport. For the providers of transport, a set of
instruments is at their disposal to set up strategies for the realisation of their objectives.
They can try to organise the production more efficiently in order to reduce costs, they
can use marketing instruments to improve their market share, they can adjust their
investment strategies to guarantee higher returns, they can introduce technological
innovations to improve productivity and the quality of services, they can look for
different types of co-operation to generate economies of scale or to increase their
negotiating power, etc. The government can use control and regulation instruments,
tax instruments, infrastructure improvement and investment policies, allocation
procedures, technological innovations, etc.

For the evaluation of the realisation of the objectives and the effectiveness of the
instruments, a large number of indicators can be used. Some are readily available or
easy to calculate, others require some in depth analysis of the transport system, the
market structure and the providing companies. For the evaluation of some of the
medium term objectives, one indicator or a limited number of indicators can suffice.
However, for the long term objectives, most often a much larger set is needed.



Tab. 2 - Transport objectives, instruments and indicators per transport

mode or transport node
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W.K (1994); White P. (1995); Meersman H. et al. (2001).



Tab. 2 (ctd.) - Transport objectives, instruments and indicators per

transport mode or transport node

(tasgau
i e L Ay o ey opped) QMU . | smeduooy v
(1) somwanEp g w0 o e S pay | ol
LTS J0 DA} P RALE 4 o s U SRy | U P (e PP e | progeenanagy [
Arigre) spood xad pue unj-woy 1ad L1 « Tamod MEyo2ap . £1500 SIUSTRC] J0 WotEsmmmir 20id 0T | AT STUITE] 4
139 A Jo UOHpUDD fp e deT e ‘TG o
WY1 50 eI R ‘PRSI WO WIIY 4 | - qarpicn Aerd ‘Prepeis AERL)e
{45 S Fpeu SR nanpoxd o aTEYG o Taind WEL33H ¥
drodges spenmactdun reodopanpa) o
spod xad unj-uop xad wnpar Berasy . 7p [Eonagaey, “Aorod pEugsaAu e m.
AMOMOF150) 4 AP o n
uomEAmn Apede) o SALLATIOR JOUCTJESTEUDTIE  » B[R4 PAPEE TE
APADS ADLL] A Ayupeh e Ajapes SRR 4
mmpEde Amarely . UDTESTATITNE [£00 TEIRICR JE0a ATEL]S B ARty | TjO0d SSTUTE ]
yodaen pERg (‘e Ajppes ‘Mual [EMAUITGLALS
PROLLY pasnE) spEpLIE _.S.H%E_.Enﬂ.ﬁm. 53R O RO ) SARIE)S
{vof-amyan TRIMA{23} P SUCHETIER J0 WO TACULTE o
yerary rad 2o Gram) 2ueeq L1au] sare] Jo Anmredam] +
W[ 2RI FURPEOT o THUm o Ty Ao iy 2
L _ﬂﬂ;gmaﬂs__ﬁf. | STHARTOTE J0 ATUAUL JUTE Lo CRITIA S1f} BT 0 aeump |2
ATOpEITpUT Rt FA D ([EaMR[a} pure [es1) EMEULIANS |
o pue Supmd) ﬂgnw_ﬁaﬂﬁ, PRI ANELe | etae) amm) aypdRc 30 WOURSTATILE | o BETUMA ] W
(smar) smponti=ipn (o) | e s |
or 0% wmenaed
M ﬁﬁgn__aﬁ ﬂﬁaﬁwrsﬁiﬁﬂé_. peolo ampacd WY | smamgep g snlo pE g | wongpduc
Aqusmucred ‘g paads ‘A a1 e aum SCHEQEE0 TUCMIZE-01200 | WARDG[TE NCPATILDSTRICH R TR U]y
wE_E._.u_ @_EEE gﬁw&?ﬂ:ﬂ@aaﬁ AT (BTYNGEEGT ‘SREPIA0E TAUITOLAS AR
‘9 3 PIRAL L UOESIE PUE SUOYEIZNY 4 30 AR SRR o “HOUSREMCE) £500 [ARS BTTEREM] | [E100S STUILE T
saajoelyo
STyeXNpU] SMETmG U] §30338(0 0 URS}-UITIpa ] e g

pood podsing iy

Source: Blauwens G., De Baere P., Van De Voorde E. (2002); Nationale Maatschappij Der

Belgische Spoorwegen (2001); Wobbe W. et al. (1999); Secretariat Of Unctad (1976); Talley

W.K (1994); White P. (1995); Meersman H. et al. (2001).



Tab. 2 (ctd.) - Transport objectives, instruments and indicators per

transport mode or transport node

oy gy IO} “Affedo] TAUOLSN) o
a3 [oored ZBerany s
{1 ST XIEP SU-U0 Jo ATEYG smednonoy | O
AL ﬁm_ua AU & 2
Jo Erun pue Anmmharg ‘parago sorray o #a1s AN U SELTTENS) e SBLATES B|LEALE PUOR BR[| p{OaeTON] 20
Axdiae #pood xad pue oy 1l WL o tamod BMEYCBaNe | Son sonpRo) g0 warpsan sond w0 e | AU SSTARIEDT
FIOALI U SNETY »
{34 squ-pyarary ampord jo arey o
159 .30 UOIPUOD 7y EFe BeTaNE I 4 305 JO SAIUCMODT o
WIM] AT 0 eI [PILIYUL ‘G UMGSIIT U0 WY « Tamod BUEL 23N o SHOLEUT}Ep W_
Aro3yen spraumactdnn [eo2oyanpa) Jo ABITED AP T O Sa0tATE: TR SRqIETET 4 g,
spodd rad apu-uop xod wamgar deany, | DU TSR} omod prangenau fupm e M3 m
AMINS1807) ¢ | SEIPEDE AUITEE JO UCRSEROLE ] o A=A PERTE 3TE .
uopesyn fpede) o SaE o Ajen puee Aages S)ITEIELG «
AMpno s Ao . VOUESTUITIIL 500 TOUTE0 507 s TR T SEAT] e | potd semmre e
Gl S
| STRELACR JO LTSI PUIE 250MATLL 2} 30005 e
S5ETR I SR &
awata &y wg 10 AUTEROD AT
(soapur A e penciopdue yo mue) agy saoedu «
1200 pue S d) sop drarmed 11 _U. i Aqoeden ey Sqdms asEataa e seaites |
1o ap o Aqweyo srLreg . SAEUED SRIEUGEO | ETEH BIETEL . |2
Anredsuen Fprer . 0} SUCKIDUSS 2} J0 WCHETUCLLTE [ I
{¥iamuc spmuTaTmbat [2IN0e) PUE Aapms [FRIAMILATALS m
P 1ad am. Bram) soueeq sy . Uty pioe dngs 20f SHOTEEE WL o BSTATAL e | ™
P 1ad UEpDIE fo THqumy o sare] JoAnmredarmi] o | Aares PR .
e (W) s pewep jo vomroder s At (rorapey ooy | worppadics
iy Sungon TuAiopie SRR Ajapege | TEOCE) SR} AR J0 OUETUOWLTE Y o aaonti] e
Jo oy Suraron Soum aduoes eums sy ord sucdadat] « (AT} IMGRIAT “SRTAPIo0E UBUICTALS A
23 o predar i wmepsSay pue sumendsy . SUCLETYORAU COOT00%- 01007 o “WoTERB00 ) £j500 [EIIEHR ASTEIATA 4 |  [FIO0E SSTLKE]
saaryaalgo
SLEXpU] ST ] £auT} R0 WS- WIS sﬁ.#.w_ﬂ._mq

D25 [ uodsn g Wi g

Source: Blauwens G., De Baere P., Van De Voorde E. (2002); Nationale Maatschappij Der

Belgische Spoorwegen (2001); Wobbe W. et al. (1999); Secretariat Of Unctad (1976); Talley

W.K (1994); White P. (1995); Meersman H. et al. (2001).



Tab. 2 (ctd.) - Transport objectives, instruments and indicators per

transport mode or transport node

T ) «
azs eored dexany SR0LATRS TEMZST “ILanbal | o samEdinoa 1oy o
{4} STATINIEP AU J0 ATCYL » £j00 sonpst2on Jo uotEsmumr ‘Boud w0 Te | Epord amunE ). m
malaad ) dxenbat paragn socieg o #2s JUEns U ST . sLEE A | A
Andiaed spood rad pue -t 207 . twnd IMERORRN e | R SRR (seUaaap- 11 T YRl | AR SRR T
RULATHE AIETL 5P {ORIL e
SAJLAT}E PAQE ATQEA SJRIAUAC 4
199 Ao woTrpeo pue de derae ‘oI 4 $BLATE J00P-04-100(T »
T AT§0 ET LA FURMFIT U0 WIS o | [STLc0 AJ[eh ‘eprepuEss A1Tens) e i
Aro3xen Tarod 2EnoZag « .
spodd xod amu-wop 1od wamgar Bexany » spraumactdiur Eo@oponpa) AR YRR K . m
AMINGEIF0Y P eomy) ‘Ao od prangsaay . Apanorpond scERTu]« b
uopesmyn Aoede) o BEATE] o AME PIPE ST e
AMPND 2 ADLL] o SaTE ] o | so0TaTa: TETqoUTd PUE AJETD “ARIES 23RS -
samrpuado Sugsprep] « VOLESTUTIATIL 500 TOUPICO 3507 e ARV AW BEIu e | ppord RsTITIET e
PR
TEaMA 23} o SHORITER 30 WOTRSTHATE ] o
(SIROTTHED A2 RS WML |0 QTS 4E153)
Aoy Aapes oLy wadomy € A,
FRHAZEIRAL LR AT W OO0, o
ABEAS sare] Jo Anmredarei] @
{%9) Sy2g paivEpJo ARGy | worEELAR aqIaRs J0 WONINDOUM e | (aeam. acedsare Ao SHOL AU §O UCKRSTAOUATEY ) :
(aqurygesae (pemamrem Ay g wEadomy, ® asee s i BE
g 1ad am L1aeE) wueeq L1 . ATR[AD PATE [OIQ0D ML) AT 10] SER0TE JETENT SR JTLE ] 4 [EMARILOLAL S m
S pAmQUIoD Fa) spEuaaniing EaSapne ] « Ageden SSTUTUT T ¢ | ™
{ ARG g 0ooT £ SumpRoe fo Toqumy . [5pare) sheite A g0 s Eumlo pE pattye | DA RRpETIG .
e 1e07 | pewep yo wonrodor sARaTE JO AIpa00a] URIOT Y « UOEO]E ACEWTWILISTp0 PR WD) « woradioa
{smopeatpur seapadan SEnde | fseBmya asar ‘s [0y sABEyD uasaRion anntdu]
100 e Supmd) sy doar d Ereyy o SUCHEMTES AYPESe | LA (SUGINGRA ‘SREPR PO AT
WO e[ PUe SUONENEaY « MUTENEEAU TUOUD03-01207 « “aonjsaBinnn] S0 [EIUap ATERAM e [ [F100S ST ]
sarlaalgo
SQEXpU] SMEUGEU] £RI}03040 UTa}-UIIpa i WLRF20]

AP podning iy

Source: Blauwens G., De Baere P., Van De Voorde E. (2002); Nationale Maatschappij Der

Belgische Spoorwegen (2001); Wobbe W. et al. (1999); Secretariat Of Unctad (1976); Talley

W.K (1994); White P. (1995); Meersman H. et al. (2001).

10



Tab. 2 (ctd.) - Transport objectives, instruments and indicators per

transport mode or transport node

AT} AT e WOV 50T 2423 HOH S
w__H_Hﬁ_w__HEuu w.m__u..ﬁ.m.;ﬂ.— .w._.ﬂm. ..ﬂ”_..__ﬂ__ ._"_n__u_w_.__

Appe o] FAuDL ) o aqud o] ® F WOLROdIET) [ qEROPRO 8 =
{4} SEALLTE A0 J0 STEYL o (e 3
SOTALE J0 AUMBAL PAIFFO WIAT o A} g frawp WrpIEEd) AqssEa YRy

sond 1311 s Taiiod FMEROE . Sa0LATe5 B[P PNy | AR SRR

(eguund o) oo produery e )

g yo wonrpucs pue e Lerae ¢ . 1200 UTTLITTUTAL
?& Mﬁé&ﬂ%ﬁf&n% EMM ” SJeeo g AT F setals |'n
gnnﬂﬁg.ﬁﬂﬁ LRI 4 EEEEH_E EoEo[anps) podaer pacodur |2
unj-Tupered 1o wmpar Besany o i eemayey “Aomnd prangsaai] spentad pEuEan? |
AT E1E0) » AT o eed g0 BuLmp &t A dnano st . ap pacige |}

mmppuade Srgmpreg] . SELATIR JOUCREUATT o Aprend pe RS SRR | (drediuc spand)

aer Loednoa) + DT STUTATIE 600 TOUpICo 1507 4 BTEVE UL BmRI]e | pord RTUNERT S

{rooerd
Aupddms yo Taquimr oo -) A FPARY, »
{3ponar
ap jouaenand -) am Anfey . auopadan AmEnd
{Aympeyr ownhary ~) Ay ume A+ SUDTETEST L3787 4

_.“__“w.....ﬂ U] « w__H_HHS“_.DMw._.H RO R-0Ta00 . b_.._._”_u_.n__ﬁ.mn_ h_:.ﬂ&w mM
cnia _.s:a_E.?m “ SR + wipraduasediad | Euodatsoomy, |3
nggﬁnﬂoﬂﬁi%. AR & soilatas WoIEOIamEn) | spreprose Jo AAUep pUre T3qUITL Ay} A00pa e 3D m
ittt : .?e:ﬁ apranad o £ynp ) Bwreodur] o MY 30 3T O I IR s | EReRTONATE W
~rdhasred xad s 1) soueey S . il i i podam it A M

oA ﬁudﬁmwﬁaﬂ%%hm oM pREERT U 0 SRS AR RN, | RS SOPUETERS 8

A jo b%ﬁuﬂ ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂ_—.ﬂm—ﬁ. I e B! I+ nw._.nﬁﬁ_uﬁﬂmna..ﬁ_.ﬁmu_.ﬂﬁnm_mw_.ﬂm.ﬂht SRITALES

an J1odsuen oqqnd yo areyy o seTpafos ey Awsodi] :

' iy | T ATEBI0 W saproiommdant] o | S amarye

o Euossyord ‘smreg Sampaps S USEURAT 3[R0 o SLCTOBITNGD SPOU-EIIT IUE -BUT pOOs + ATEJ Ak

%2 0 prefar Wi w3 pue sungem3ay o SNSRI 0 BT BRI o itk S e S L BRG G

saarjaalgo
SLEXpU] SEAWTGEU] £3:03 03000 UTS}-WITIpa i R0

g pup g ‘odaue wing uodmng sgaad wodsing iy

Source: Blauwens G., De Baere P., Van De Voorde E. (2002); Nationale Maatschappij Der

Belgische Spoorwegen (2001); Wobbe W. et al. (1999); Secretariat Of Unctad (1976); Talley

W.K (1994); White P. (1995); Meersman H. et al. (2001).

11



Tab. 2 (ctd.) - Transport objectives, instruments and indicators per

transport mode or transport node

ams [eored dexany s SHLARRS SUG() R SETS TR | sanmdiwoniop
it & £J502 SYSTE0] 0 WONRSTRINT Boutd i0Te | pod ASTRILE o m“
b - ko L A1 JARIETS I SELERRG) o QAT FULI PUE B POCe | gofpmaacy |

LY Pwosrd ‘Pargo FGIH; o Towaod Enalape | (O] SSURTIOR] AR SR0LATRS 0 BRUEL AN e | AJTIMBSTUIIE

T peofun) Typedeo Feaas oo o

I3 §0 81 [EACTUT JUASANT U0 LIRY o (e dincn oqind)
Arodaer | qouco D ‘SpERER A0 e 150 BT 7
spodé o woy pApre Iad wmjar d2exany s s cn Eatioanpa) saoLtes pasndun (3
AMINGSE0)e | g eamagaR) Aomod prangsaan] e prnauzach |§
Uomesn dmede) o L0 P54 PoEEE AETE 9 apApLAsge |

e O SEURAER JOUTRSTARCNE Yo | S2014735 EnAC0m o AT A lieme | (diredbunc) apantd)

mmpuadte AmB{ e[ . DRI 1500 TORED 1507 ¢ ATELS RN ERTt e | R ST

AIM TSR

AR Jo ANPFOIT UKFEHY o SR

UOHEAPLE(RG o pemdaEn

srwmesed o Moy uBTRULIONIT » (AN PAUCLAS | DRI AL,
umsaord woneumopn 1of smmypuadey o frysaRian) £1900 EURL AMIEAN] + aumEp mu
Bwepe(| L3213y o SIE] e d aEMIBNOTe | (ERBROIMAUS m

(Bred s perep Jowontodoay FRrepE e LT Ipapamon AT s
{mopeapur S]] UOUEUR QAT S]ETL00Y o TEPTURERT ‘MU0 PUEHEMTY Poocye [ ABTES S0IUETRDS e W

o0 pueunnd) sy dudey) o ool SRS e | umopeyd et rACTEAT e B RLET FEILATEE

Wianmadces SRORTICEAT TMOUMD23-01200 o (53018) LRrELIagi0 e

[ruomssgard ‘sarg Sappaps ‘ddes AP AMYIMRSEIRL J0 26T RN 1% JIataLigs Rl

"3 q prear ym wogepiE pue suogemEay o mrpedan AEne | SOUEDOTE ANOEUTATPAIAL JUE WO e | [RIO0S SSTRINE] s

sadr)aalo
SQEXpU] SRS §RAT} 3000 TWOTR ) WP E&.E._mq

wmms doanns apou wodsupey

Source: Blauwens G., De Baere P., Van De Voorde E. (2002); Nationale Maatschappij Der

Belgische Spoorwegen (2001); Wobbe W. et al. (1999); Secretariat Of Unctad (1976); Talley

W.K (1994); White P. (1995); Meersman H. et al. (2001).

12



Tab. 2 (ctd.) - Transport objectives, instruments and indicators per

transport mode or transport node

{15 R0 PRI SOLATSSJ0 ATEYG o

i G R
V0T s TAUOLSMD “Ayfe0] FAUOLAN) o SOATATEE QIR U ST IR ge | AR ST | S
ans [Rred derany s L5 andts o SSEUGye | SE0D SEG 0 VRSO Bud M0Te | sammdmonoy |
FLL] » Tawod 2oETicEsy ST TPAULELT PUE -BY poocye | Epotd asTumey] e
M P (*"amompadan ‘e Smddigs
LTI AN N3G ‘U TN TG L] g | P ) SALITE PEPE AR 0
(****Aemb anauc xad pappuey Eenn Qa0d ur BB J0 SN0 o [Pyt ian] W_
oy dys 1ad sudy Y0gs w50 YO ARDY | OO ANTETD “SPREPEE LT Apaporgead amsanife | onond) pdyineay |
o paypey srmmepuc 8 Arapmpord spranmacrdun oEopanpa) BIEA JANQE AJRIETAC ¢ BTNy |5
mode] ‘auoqerado 2upeoun) po Hrannpoi « 7 Teamngze) "o od pannsaau] o AITenh P SRS FRpEREn e | (Aredn s
e gz xad dewug Lexany OTESTIMININ 1600 TOIE J607) BEYE JPTUL BRI g | o BT &
BT PE] TRyl BapETETY 4
(*aazas ey
‘aleqond) saonatas 1o BREL BPUA T SLACE s SR
ATALJRATIDD TEPOMLIEU A SUOTIALL00 peundny s
iy PCEERT (e} e oo SpLATi | TEUOLGR LT s
SyeL Aednodo yaag, ST PR fEAa 4 (“Msypop ‘sxoe] ‘sqptag) st |
AT I L10d WL U ST 12 o B e amyangeetpr pod pice AjmogeBten {Bnpayp WA |2
SRR Mdparp jo Anembat], o Amod ROLssMC 15 e “mmedaap) s300 SNLEN Aa0aii]. BT o m
woresqmn fyoede) o amod aTmyang e o 53} JoANBIRIarEr] o | MRS 33T 8 W
Loyod armana e SUCHEER 44275 e aMmpntEETp o 3o s Ewydo e ety camLEy |
aouerey Braug SPRPEE A0S e | HOIEDQTE ACREVTRLLISTD-0ON PUE WL ] o wod g0
e 15| paewrep Jo wonrodol s G R e (BT HAOTAE ot
{sropearpur MOETEEA TUOMD03-01005 » “aorgsadince) sjs00 LR SRR o aacdur]
Jeus pue upnd) sy dN TRy ) o AL+ peaage pod gy ApreTicey G
wOYEFLE PUe Suoemisy o mapedan Lmend e apowond ‘odaumijeas 10 o AT} QAU e | TEID0S FTWILE]] o
sadnyaalqo
STEXpAU] SJERUTG U] £33 2300 WRS} WITTPa]] uma) 2no]

sod pas apou podsund

Source: Blauwens G., De Baere P., Van De Voorde E. (2002); Nationale Maatschappij Der

Belgische Spoorwegen (2001); Wobbe W. et al. (1999); Secretariat Of Unctad (1976); Talley

W.K (1994); White P. (1995); Meersman H. et al. (2001).

13



Tab. 2 (ctd.) - Transport objectives, instruments and indicators per

transport mode or transport node

LI s SUCBIMOD APAL-LIRT U -BIUT PO & sanedaron 1oy
WOT R aES TALDIND AF[eo] TAOI ) o §BILATHE pyand TR . m
aams prored derany =S PSR PUE SETAAEET) 8 P SO FEE pUE ANEY SEIe | poqamoyany |
SR Juesard PArggo SONI o Takiod 2UEYOR3 . 00 SU}STR0] J0 oM STAIITL B d 0T | AU 3TRE T o
{Apeposur}
SO 110 dART) IAR 0 O ANTIANLD MESAL] o
e dea SAYLT}E PAPPR #TEA BYEIRUAE 4
Py aren pue Zeto)s Argpuelys e EPIEL AT 8 3
T AT §0 AT [PLINUT ‘JURISINIT U0 W2 « i w.
AMINGE Y o BRI SRERCY k
AMPNG s ADIL] 4 EEE_UME [FEaranps) n
woesmn foede o P [eomnoe) Aomod prengsaau]s BE PRppR HEN
s Juudny A SaTE L8 Lrenh piE Aages S3|METED -
3o 'suogerado Jupeofun) Jo AURINpoL] o WOLFRSTRITUTAR 500 TERRLCO 1500 BT PN Bty | pord ssTRe e
sz podm: afy o Sumanid s ] ERTG.
podire
A JO DR RdiE UIATC0R A HRUEET .
ST
AN SeuT 11 0dITe 107 36T T BAre PUer] « wodme s Jo 2uwat o ATenh s sapUREn SATJLAT} O
% 3 JO SHLAT] JO AJTETD S0 38T T}
Jaodrre A 3o AMDLA A UL RAR STON o §TE] J0 SORIRd R o prEwdngsery Q
ummrod (saRa SIS dsduased apAau e | MRTRS SACKe |2
o Seﬁ&%&ﬂﬁﬁﬁaﬂ_ﬁ. __E.m”,u_“z. oo ‘suctetedondes ‘sz sapan podaEn T of pewdngar surp |4
ARTREERoCne 1 UG SHEINe | pew go woppgond ‘suorema) ey e Ao e ‘uopmicy | (RIS |
wgEsgn dfpede) WOTE[SLES] I SHATETEET B0 o PUELR R S{qUE( e pood ApLAt T BT o %
Aoqod amgonnremnu : - s
" ey SBrag, SRR S0 SO (ats) | s ommnge
(B Apuey red PR | smynnsp o s P gL wengpadng:
T £1500 [uTar 1 P edurs .m..a.,_ HEE__H. SUCTIEMES Ajfegs | WOEOCTR AOEUTAIIIPSION UE WLEJTE o annadu]e
i {royes fagou suapadan AEnd . [BTQOTIEILT ‘THMATOTAlLS AT A
O PIEal YIM U EFISa] PUE SUnNeEsy - SUCUETIAZRT TALOWD08- 01005 8 o) SO0 [RIIEHS ATERAM]s | [RI005 2TWKE] o
saarjaslgo
ol Lo vy | SEATG U] $34T}3(Q0 W) WITIPa] uma) Ao

sodap apou uodsuns|
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3. Links between transport objectives, instruments and indicators

In order to clarify the links between the different objectives, instruments and
indicators listed in Tab. 2, a closer examination of a particular case is used as an
example, showing the position of the government with regard to rail freight transport.
This is summarised in Fig. 3.

As a first long term objective, the national or supra-national government, wants to
improve competition in the rail freight sector. In order to reach this objective a number
of intermediate targets are set. They are all related to the establishment and realisation
of the conditions for free competition. This requires first of all the separation between
rail infrastructure management and the operation of transport services to improve,
amongst others the transparency of the market. A uniform and non-discriminatory slot
allocation is not only needed to regulate the market entry but also to realise a more
efficient and optimal use of infrastructure. On an international level, there should be
harmonisation of competitive terms such as social conditions, taxation schemes, legal
environment, technical requirements, etc.

The major instruments for the government to realise the aforementioned objectives
vary from full privatisation as in the UK, to full government ownership of
infrastructure. The accessibility of the infrastructure is mainly organised by licensing
procedures and slot pricing mechanisms.

Indicators for measuring the degree of realisation of this objective are numerous
and mostly complementary. First of all there is the adaptation of the legal framework.
This can vary from general recommendations by supranational institutions to very
specific laws at a regional level and focussing on specific competition issues. A typical
example is the EC Rail Infrastructure Package with directives 91/440 and 2001/12 to
introduce a degree of liberalization, more competitiveness, directives 95/18 and
2001/13 on licensing of railway undertakings, and directives 95/19 and 2001/14 on the
allocation of railway infrastructure capacity and the levying of charges for the use of
railway infrastructure and safety certification. The liberalization and improved
competition should result in more efficient railway operations which, in the long run,
should result in lower costs and prices of rail freight services. Finally one could
construct indicators for measuring the degree of accessibility of the railway network for
different rail freight companies.

In order to realise the second long term objective of reducing the negative external
effects of transport as a whole two intermediate targets are set. The first is the full
internalisation of the external costs linked to congestion, environment, accidents and
infrastructure in order to stimulate the fair competition between all freight transport
modes. In addition, an active promotion and facilitation of rail transport should
stimulate the shift from road to rail.
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The internalisation of the external costs goes not without controversy. Theoretical
the idea of fair and efficient pricing is rather simple, but once put into practice a large
number of questions arise. The most important one concerns the implementation of the
specific taxation scheme to enforce this internalisation. Furthermore there is opposition
from the road haulage sector against this principle. Even with severe theoretical and
practical underpinnings, the introduction of internalisation of external costs will require
a considerable amount of negotiations of the government with the parties concerned.
The success of the internalisation can be measured by the supporting legislative
environment and by more efficient and fairer prices.

The facilitation of rail freight transport is stimulated mainly by improving the
interoperability. For example, in Europe electrification systems differ, as do track
gauges, signalling systems, drivers’ working conditions, etc. Interoperability should
lead to a better technical performance and higher efficiency which might result in lower
costs and prices for rail freight transport.

Finally, the third long term objective is to guarantee safety by reducing the number

and intensity of accidents per freight train km. By increasing the frequency, quality
and effectiveness of inspection and control, damage and accidents can be minimised.
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Fig. 3 - Social optimum and external costs
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4. Conclusions

Understanding the relation between freight transport and economic activity requires
a thorough knowledge of the objectives which drive the government and the users and
producers of transport. For the realisation of these objectives a set of intermediate
targets and instruments is needed. The complexity arises from the large number of
actors involved and the characteristics of the various modes and types of transport.
This paper gives not only an overview of the objectives, intermediate targets and
instruments, but also a number of indicators which can be used to measure or evaluate
the degree of success of the instruments in realising the objectives.

For making the framework offered in this paper operational, a detailed analysis per
mode and node for each of the actors is needed, as well as quantifications of the
indicators. This will result in an instrument suitable for benchmarking and evaluation
of transport policies.
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