An effect of traffic and transport policy 1990-2000
The bicycle continues to thrive in Amsterdam
The bicycle has managed to gain ground in the Amsterdam modal split in recent decades. At the same time, the number of traffic victims among cyclists has declined significantly, in accordance with the goals. This cannot be achieved by bicycle policy alone. A stringent parking policy is also an essential part of an active discouragement policy against car use, among others.
The basis for the traffic and transport policy in Amsterdam is the RVVP (Regional Traffic and Transport Plan) drawn up in 1993. Its main aim was to discourage car use – in those days, you could still say it aloud – and to stimulate the use of public transport. In order to monitor whether the desired effects are being achieved, the municipality of Amsterdam commissions policy evaluations. In 2003, the Traffic and Transport Infrastructure department (dIVV) reported on the third evaluation which refers to the year 2000 and which is based on a survey among an effective sample of 2% of all Amsterdam residents over the age of twelve.1 It appears that the bicycle cannot be disregarded in studies like these.

Availability
Anyone wishing to drive a car must have a driving licence and a car. Car ownership, particularly a company car, increased slightly in the first half of the period 1990-2000 among Amsterdam residents. See Table 1.
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However car availability has declined, most in the city centre and the surrounding old city. According to the dIVV, this is due to increased possession of a driving licence, whereby several members of one household share a car. Consequently, this car is not always available to everyone. The fact that a parking permit is not issued for a second car within the same household will also play a role. Bicycle availability during the research period did increase slightly, particularly in the city centre and old city. A relationship with the decline in car availability is therefore likely. The percentage of Amsterdam residents with a public transport pass remained stable during the whole period: around 20%.

Mobility Amsterdam residents
The average number of journeys undertaken by Amsterdam residents every day was almost the same in the period 1998-2000 as in the period 1986-1991: 3.6 versus 3.5. The majority of journeys made from home were within Amsterdam: 93% in 1986-1991 and 91% in 1998-2000. This is an incredibly high percentage. Of all journeys, almost 30% are undertaken on foot. Table 2 shows the development of the modal split for the other means of transport. 
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Table 2
Modal split development Amsterdam residents, 1986-2000 (in %)

Means of transport

Public transport

Car driver

Car passenger

Bicycle (including moped)

Total

Source: Traffic and Transport Information System dIVV

Bicycle use has increased, particularly among residents of the city centre and the old city. Many public transport users now cycle.

Use infrastructure
Amsterdam residents may not leave the city very often, but many people visit the city from outside. To work, to shop, to study, etc. These visitors largely determine the traffic flows, certainly during the day. Amsterdam residents and visitors are both counted every year at around 200 permanent counting points between 3.00 p.m. and 6.00 p.m. These counts relate to the number of people on the Singelgracht on the outskirts of the city centre, a cordon around the Old City and a cordon around the whole agglomeration. Table 3 shows show strongly motor traffic dominates the street scene, particularly outside the city centre.
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At the same time, it appears that bicycle traffic on the Singelgracht and the cordon around the Old City has gained ground, while motor traffic has lost ground here. This picture is reversed at the agglomeration border. Separate from the cordons, public transport showed a varied picture between 1995 and 1999. The number of passengers (in 1995 an average of 650,000 per day) increased slightly thanks to a significant increase of passengers on the metro and express tram and a similar increase on the tram and bus. The number of train passengers arriving and departing rose in the same period by 20% to around 250,000 per average working day in 1999/2000.

Parking policy
Parking policy plays an important role in the active discouragement policy relating to car use. Today virtually the whole urban area within the ring road is subject to (paid) parking policy. The effects are particularly obvious in the city centre, where fiscal parking has been common since the early 1990s. Motor traffic from and to the city centre has declined and many more people have taken to their bicycles. Car accessibility for the business part of the journeys has increased significantly; this concerns around 20 to 25% of the whole parking area. For the rest, not everything is rosy in the city centre. The number of visitors arriving by car may have declined by around 15% in recent years, but the number of permit holders – who tend to park for considerably longer – has risen by the same extent. Occupancy of parking places therefore rose by 71% in 1996 to 92% in 2000. That means more motorists driving round looking for parking spaces.

Traffic safety
In such a busy city, you might think that cycling would be dangerous. For an outsider perhaps, but for Amsterdam residents the situation is reasonable - even if every traffic victim is one too many. With regard to cyclists, Amsterdam complies with the objective of the Campaign –25%. See Table 4: among cyclists 696 victims (among whom six fatalities) in the period 1998-2000. 
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That is exactly 25% less than in the period 1984-1986. Which once again shows that increasing bicycle use in the Netherlands can be combined with a declining number of victims among cyclists. This does not happen by itself, but it can be achieved if bicycle policy constitutes an adult part of the total traffic and transport policy in the city. And this is apparently the case in Amsterdam.

1 Amsterdam en mobiliteit, Effecten van verkeer- en vervoerbeleid 1990-2000. March 2003. Municipality Amsterdam, Traffic and
Transport Infrastructure department. www.ivv.amsterdam.nl
Source: Fietsverkeer, February 2004, no. 8, pages 8-9.

Source: Traffic and Transport Information System dIVV








Table 1 Possession of a driving licence, car ownership and car availability among Amsterdam residents over the age of 18, 1986-2000 (in %)
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Table 3 Number of car and bicycles passing on an average working day between 3.00 p.m. and 6.00 p.m., 1998-2000 and the development of the number of people passing by during the period 1986-2000 (in %)
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Table 4	Traffic victims in Amsterdam according to means of transport, 1984-2000
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Source for Netherlands data: � HYPERLINK "http://www.swov.nl/cognos" �www.swov.nl/cognos� (mopeds include motorised bicycles)











