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Mobility Choices

Normative Implications

Social Overcon- Habitual Limited Focusing Status
preference fidence behaviour attention illusion preference

How can behawoura aspects of mobility
decisions be analysed systematically?

What are their policy implications for
decarbonization and beyond?

Sticks Carrots Sermons Context

(Bans, (Monetary (Education, (Infrastructure, culture)
regulations) incentives) information)

Environmental & Crowding in social Salient information Changing cultural norms
preferences about emissions; (campaigns, first
awareness feedback comparedto  adopters circles)
others

Mode choice Ban on carsin Incentives for self- Education: self-control; Changing built

some parts of  control; active lower public transport  environment (regarding

cities choosing; freeinitial  search costs; habitual effect, default,
public transport encouraging social representativeness,
tickets learning about NMT safety)

- Commuting tax; Education: effects of Enabling wider use of
incentives for commuting; infrastructure (e.g. high
moving close to work personalised travel occupancy vehicle

planning lanes)
Travel time Limiting kms - Informing about Road diet.
travelled expected delays and

alternative routes

Fuel economy Fuel efficiency  Taxation of status Active choosingin Changing cultural norms
standards aspect of cars purchases; salient

and car information; car

purchases labelling
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Environmental awareness Social preferences; framing

Mode choice Time-inconsistency;
representativeness; status quo; default
effects

Safety Prospect theory; overconfidence;
emotions

Commuting Adaptation; focusing illusion; habitual
behaviour

Travel time Direct utility of travel; Prospect theory

Fuel economy Prospect theory

Car purchases Status-seeking; social pressure; limited

attention; emotions

Infrastructure Default effects; influence on
preference-formation; self-selection

Justification for focus on externalities: Problems with focus on externalities:
Under any common welfare conception the 1. Assessing health benefits from
main concerns about mobility are non-motorized transport (NMT)

externalities: local air and noise pollution, depends on normative viewpoint.

global warming, congestion. .
Addressmg 2. The effectiveness of policies

addressing externalities depends
on the infrastructure—so how to

elicit preferences over
ﬁ infrastructures?

3. Should the finding that

Policies addressing them effectively will
dominate the resulting transport system.

. commuting is a significant cause of
. . Whlther human unhappiness influence
Cho"ces Inﬂ uenced project appraisal or not?
by normatIUEIy :: > we I fa re 4. Should we tax the status aspect
irrelevant factors! of cars?
Theory?

4 D

»Ihe goal of policy is to make people happy.” ,The goal of policy is to enable people to get
what they want.”
Defended originally by Bentham. Standard approach of economic theory.

Predominantin behavioural sciences, Modern and different versions defended by
popularized by D. Kahneman and R. Layard. J. Rawls and A. Sen.
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Preferences Beliefs
Time inconsistency Overconfidence
Prospect Theory Focusing illusion
Social preferences Availability and
Status-seeking representativeness

Choices) bias

Decision-Making
Framing; Limited attention

Emotions; Social pressure

Default effects; Habitual behavior

Built and social environment; Infrastructure
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Which policy types are endorsed by....

Environmental Rewards for individual altruistic No particularrewards
awareness behavior

Mode choice Incentives for NMT choices; change Degree of incentivisingNMT

in social norms and cues against depends on type of liberalism;
biases information about biases
Safety Disincentives for risky behaviour Only disincentives if others at risk

or preferences inconsistent

Commuting Disincentives for commuting No disincentives for commuting
Car purchases Vehicle tax according to status Status tax depends on the type of
component of car liberalism
Infrastructure NMT priority; urban planningfor Not directly applicable,
short commutes alternative: elicit preferences in

simplest context
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