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Shifting the balance between modes, traffic relief and safety improvements

1. Do you observe a halt in the decline of rail, in particular for freight? What role is played by rail policy?

In terms of plain transport statistics the modal share of railway is very high for freight transport in Estonia. This is due to the bulky Russian oil re-exports on rail through Estonian ports. In Estonian case this heavy transport of oil and other hazardous oil products poses many risks to the communities and ecosystems even though it is moved by rail and sea. Transport of other goods by rail is negligible and freight transport volumes on the roads are growing very rapidly.
Passenger transport on railways is downsized to give priority to oil trains. Due to the deterioration of infrastructure and lack of investments by the private railway company, speeds of trains are too low to compete with road transport.     

2. How is road transport developing, in particular international transport and cabotage after the enlargement?

Road transport volumes are showing very rapid increase in Estonia. Since 2000, the increase of road transport (ton-km) has been 25 % annually.
3. What is the situation of intermodal/combined transport in your country? What is the position of inland waterways transport (if there is any in your country)?

As a coastal country most of the international freight is intermodal/combined one way or another. Oil moves on rail and ships. The share of sea-rail combination for other goods than oil products is very low and could be given higher priority. 
4. Are there any developments in congestion and pollution on the main axes, in air transport, in the cities, in particularly sensitive areas?

Air quality along roads is not improving significantly, congestion is getting worse on limited peak hours and locations in the bigger cities.

5. What are the trends as regards road safety?

Number of accidents is increasing while the number of fatalities is slightly decreasing. The share of pedestrian and cyclist accidents and fatalities is increasing. Traffic safety conditions for light traffic are very poor, traffic calming is not widely used in urban areas and infrastructure for pedestrian and cycle traffic is deteriorating. Even though the modal share of pedestrian traffic is relatively high in Estonian cities (ca 30% of all trips) light traffic is not seen as means of mobility and improvement of light traffic conditions is not given much attention.
The financial and economic situation of the transport sectors

6. What is the financial situation of companies within the various modes, including infrastructure managers? How is the industrial structure evolving?

n.a. 

7. How are infrastructure investments developing, in particular on the corridors of the trans-European network? What are the financing perspectives of public budgets and charging? Will these perspectives allow the completion of the priority corridors by 2020?

We fail to see why it is useful to have information on just the volume of investment. Such information is only useful if accompanied by information on the economic, environmental and social impacts of the investment. Just like any other policy, it is the result that counts, not the money that goes in.

In Estonia too much priority is given to “fishing” EU funding that implies that a limited number of big, fancy and very costly projects are implemented that despite of high rate of EU co-financing drains public budgets both on the state and city level. As a result not much funding is left for maintenance and improvement of existing infrastructure, improving traffic safety and developing light traffic infrastructure. Due to TEN-T policies too much attention and funding is given to building corridors, not making the transport system more efficient, less reliable on road and longer distances. Road building projects and applying EU funds have become an end in itself rather than one of the assessed means for reaching the goals of these projects. 
Priorities for the future

8. What actions of the White Paper need to be reinforced? What are the new actions to be added, in which new fields?

1. The EU should strive to become the most transport-efficient economy in the world, through pursuing double decoupling: decoupling of traffic growth from GDP, and decoupling of environmental impacts from traffic. Doing more with less should not just be the EU’s slogan for energy policy, but also for transport policy;

2. By 2010 a transport and infrastructure pricing system should be in place which reflects the real costs to society and gives sufficient incentives to start reversing current trends;

3. Direct and indirect subsidies to transport, in particular road and air transport, should be halted as soon as possible. Curbing national fiscal rules that stimulate car use and ending VAT exemptions of international transport are two priority areas;

4. Ex ante evaluation of transport infrastructure projects funded with EU money should be drastically improved. First, all infrastructure projects should be assessed in the context of regional integrated transport and land-use strategies that are lacking especially in the New Member States.  Second, the transparency, scrutiny and public participation in cost-benefit and environmental impact assessments has to be increased. Third, despite the existence of a directive for Strategic Environmental Assessment, project planning lacks serious consideration of different strategic alternatives – such as other modes, or demand management - to solve the transport problem at stake. 

5. Construction on new infrastructure that harms ecosystems or is unviable from a socio-economic point of view should be halted;

6. The EU should pursue its policies to revitalise rail transport, but the focus of investment should be shifted from constructing new megaprojects to improving the use, efficiency and interoperability of the existing network;

7. By 2020 energy use and greenhouse gas emissions from the transport sector should have stabilised, to start falling afterwards, and transport should not give rise any more to significant concerns in the field of air quality, acidification and eutrophication;

8. Stronger policies to cut traffic pollution at source are needed as this is an area where the EU can make a big difference. Priority targets are the doubling of fuel efficiency of cars and vans over the next decade, near-zero NOX and PM10 emissions from  diesel vehicles, reducing emissions from aircraft and shipping, emissions under real-world driving, and noise emissions from road vehicles, aircraft and trains;

9. Incentives for biofuels should be linked to a system of sustainability certification, like the Forest Stewardship Council (FSC) label for wood products;

10. The EU should actively support initiatives for sustainable urban transport, in particular by co-financing the costs of implementation of urban and regional road pricing systems, and by developing human and institutional capacity for sustainable urban transport planning, especially in the new Member States.

9. Which should be the priority actions between now and 2010 (congestion limitation, new technologies, trans-European network, charging, focus on the corridors, new actions on urban transport)?

See answer to 8.
10. What new additional actions between now and 2010 on safety issues (maritime, aviation, road)?

- increase safety of oil transports on the Baltic Sea

- decrease risks related to oil transport through densely populated areas by more optimal and efficient labour division of ports instead of increasing transport volumes of hazardous goods through cities or building costly new infrastructure

- in the road sector, give priority to measures that increase safety of pedestrian and cycle traffic, investing into light traffic infrastructure, traffic-calming measures etc.   
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