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Clean Air for Brent (CAfB) is a coalition of residents' associations, community 

groups and individuals focused on raising awareness about air quality, 

changing behaviours to improve air quality, and improving public health 

outcomes in the Brent Borough through the provision of better air quality.  It is 

also committed to contributing to local and national clean air policy debates.   

   

1. Clean Air for Brent welcomes the joint inquiry into air quality announced by the 

committees for Health, Transport, Environmental Audit, and Environment, Food and 

Rural Affairs.  However, given the high degree of responsibility that the Government 

is increasingly devolving to local authorities in all areas of policy, including air 

quality, it is unfortunate that the joint approach adopted for this inquiry does not 

incorporate the Communities and Local Government Committee.   

 

2. There is an increasing amount of evidence showing the impact of air pollution on 

human health.  The high incidence of atmospheric pollutants has been shown to 

increase both mortality and morbidity in subject populations.  The Royal College of 

Physicians (RCP) estimates that outdoor air pollution is responsible for 40,000 

premature deaths per annum in the UK.1  King’s College London (KCL) estimates that 

air pollution in the capital is responsible for approximately 9,500 premature deaths 

per annum.2  It is also clear that particulate matter and nitrogen dioxide cause a 

diverse range of chronic health conditions, including lung cancer, bronchitis in 

children and adults, asthma attacks, and cardiovascular disease.3  Research also 

suggests that these pollutants could be linked to Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s disease, 

as well as Type 2 diabetes.4  Air pollution is, therefore, one of the UK’s 

biggest causes of premature death and reduced quality of life.   

 

                                                           
1 https://www.rcplondon.ac.uk/file/2912/download?token=rhEZPBDl  
2 https://www.scribd.com/document/271641490/King-s-College-London-report-on-mortality-burden-of-NO2-and-PM2-5-in-London  
3 https://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/business/environmental-health/environmental-protection/air-quality/Documents/Impacts-Of-Air-Pollution-On-
Health.pdf  
4 https://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/business/environmental-health/environmental-protection/air-quality/Documents/Impacts-Of-Air-Pollution-On-
Health.pdf  

https://www.rcplondon.ac.uk/file/2912/download?token=rhEZPBDl
https://www.scribd.com/document/271641490/King-s-College-London-report-on-mortality-burden-of-NO2-and-PM2-5-in-London
https://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/business/environmental-health/environmental-protection/air-quality/Documents/Impacts-Of-Air-Pollution-On-Health.pdf
https://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/business/environmental-health/environmental-protection/air-quality/Documents/Impacts-Of-Air-Pollution-On-Health.pdf
https://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/business/environmental-health/environmental-protection/air-quality/Documents/Impacts-Of-Air-Pollution-On-Health.pdf
https://www.cityoflondon.gov.uk/business/environmental-health/environmental-protection/air-quality/Documents/Impacts-Of-Air-Pollution-On-Health.pdf
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3. Recent research by the RCP found that the combined annual cost to UK businesses 

and health services of mortality and morbidity related to air pollution is £20 billion.5  

DEFRA estimates that the presence of particulates in air across the UK reduces 

average life expectancy by six months, which costs the UK economy in the region of 

£16 billion per annum.6  Recent research by the Organisation for Economic Co-

operation and Development (OECD) suggests welfare costs resulting from outdoor 

air pollution are set to increase over the coming decades unless concerted action is 

taken to reduce the incidence of atmospheric pollutants.7  Air pollution, 

therefore, seriously harms the UK economy and the Government’s 

finances, as well as human health.   

 

4. This submission assesses the effectiveness of the Government’s current approach to 

improving air quality and makes a series of recommendations that could contribute 

to reducing particulate matter and other pollutants present in UK airspace.  This 

submission builds on our recent response to the Department for Environment, Food 

and Rural Affair’s (DEFRA) consultation on Improving Air Quality in the UK: 

Tackling Nitrogen Dioxide in our Towns and Cities.   

 

5. CAfB recognises the Government’s ambition to be “the first generation to leave the 

environment in a better state than we inherited it.”8  However, the Government’s 

approach to achieving this objective, particularly in regard to air quality, is disjointed.  

Although the Government has made a number of commitments that are likely to have 

a positive impact on air quality throughout the UK, it lacks a strategic approach to the 

challenges presented by poor air quality.   

 

6. The recently released Clean Growth Strategy places little emphasis on air quality, 

focusing principally on reducing carbon emissions, and its primary concern – as the 

title suggests – is economic growth rather than environmental or health protection.  

The Government’s Industrial Strategy Green Paper contains little to suggest that the 

issue of air quality is an important consideration in the design of an industrial 

approach fit for the future.  Indeed, in regard to air quality, it focuses primarily on 

emphasising the UK’s competitive advantage in the field of electric car production, 

which is welcome, but little else.  The National Infrastructure Delivery Plan 2016-

2021 contains some commitments that, if implemented, will have a positive impact 

on air quality, such as truck ‘platooning’ trials.  However, these will do little to reduce 

pollution in the short- to medium-term.   

 

7. Where the Government has made specific recommendations for improving air 

quality, such as in DEFRA’s consultation on Improving Air Quality in the UK: 

Tackling Nitrogen Dioxide in our Towns and Cities, they have been extremely limited 

in scope and, as a result, disappointing.  As we set out in our response to this 

                                                           
5 https://www.rcplondon.ac.uk/file/2912/download?token=rhEZPBDl 
6 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/air-quality-economic-analysis  
7 http://www.oecd.org/env/the-economic-consequences-of-outdoor-air-pollution-9789264257474-en.htm  
8 https://consult.defra.gov.uk/airquality/air-quality-plan-for-tackling-nitrogen-dioxide/supporting_documents/Draft%20Revised%20AQ%20Plan.pdf  

https://consult.defra.gov.uk/airquality/air-quality-plan-for-tackling-nitrogen-dioxide/supporting_documents/Draft%20Revised%20AQ%20Plan.pdf
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/airquality/air-quality-plan-for-tackling-nitrogen-dioxide/supporting_documents/Draft%20Revised%20AQ%20Plan.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/651916/BEIS_The_Clean_Growth_online_12.10.17.pdf
https://beisgovuk.citizenspace.com/strategy/industrial-strategy/supporting_documents/buildingourindustrialstrategygreenpaper.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/520086/2904569_nidp_deliveryplan.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/520086/2904569_nidp_deliveryplan.pdf
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/airquality/air-quality-plan-for-tackling-nitrogen-dioxide/supporting_documents/Draft%20Revised%20AQ%20Plan.pdf
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/airquality/air-quality-plan-for-tackling-nitrogen-dioxide/supporting_documents/Draft%20Revised%20AQ%20Plan.pdf
https://www.rcplondon.ac.uk/file/2912/download?token=rhEZPBDl
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/air-quality-economic-analysis
http://www.oecd.org/env/the-economic-consequences-of-outdoor-air-pollution-9789264257474-en.htm
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/airquality/air-quality-plan-for-tackling-nitrogen-dioxide/supporting_documents/Draft%20Revised%20AQ%20Plan.pdf
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consultation, CAfB does not believe that the Government’s proposed approach will 

result in any meaningful reduction in nitrogen dioxide levels.9   

 

8. The above, combined with the fact that the Government has twice been arraigned on 

the basis that its plans fail to meet legal air quality standards, indicates that the 

health and environmental impacts of air quality are not a major consideration in 

policy design.  This places substantial pressure on the Government’s Clean 

Air Strategy, due to be released in 2018, which must present a coherent 

approach to reducing atmospheric pollutants and improving air quality.   

 

9. In light of the above, it is the view of CAfB that the measures announced by the 

Government to date are proportionate and effective only in regard to the extent that 

they have and will continue to reduce carbon emissions.  CAfB recognises that the 

reduction in carbon emissions achieved as a result of the first carbon budget 

surpassed expectations and that the Government is on course to achieve even more 

substantial reductions in such emissions over the course of the second and third 

carbon budgets.10  This is a welcome step in the UK’s contribution to pollutants 

related specifically to climate change.   

 

10. However, given the severe impact on health (highlighted in the introduction to this 

submission) of particulate matter and other pollutants, not to mention the 

Government’s consistent failure to meet legal air quality limits, it is clear that both 

the design and implementation of public policy in this area need to change 

dramatically if reductions in emissions are to be achieved as quickly as possible.  In 

order to achieve significant progress in the short- to medium- term, a new legislative 

and regulatory framework is required in order to ensure that appropriate reductions 

in air pollution are identified and effective steps are taken to reduce atmospheric 

pollutants.   

 

11. CAfB believes that this new framework should include the below.   

 

a. A Clean Air Strategy: A comprehensive, clear and fully-funded Clean Air 

Strategy (2018) that identifies the sources of the air pollution that harms 

people’s health and sets out a roadmap for reducing them over the short-, 

medium- and long-term.  Although this strategy should not be restricted to 

vehicular pollution, it must, at the very least, outline a clear national approach 

for removing highly polluting vehicles from urban areas much faster than 

current plans foresee.  The Clean Air Strategy should consider all possible 

policy tools for reducing air pollution, including fiscal levers, scrappage 

schemes, efficiency measures (e.g. new housing insulation standards), 

infrastructure investment, and behaviour change ‘nudges’.   

 

                                                           
9 https://cleanairforbrent.files.wordpress.com/2017/05/cafb-response-to-gvt-consultation-docx-2.pdf  
10 https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/651916/BEIS_The_Clean_Growth_online_12.10.17.pdf  

https://cleanairforbrent.files.wordpress.com/2017/05/cafb-response-to-gvt-consultation-docx-2.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/651916/BEIS_The_Clean_Growth_online_12.10.17.pdf
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b. A Clean Air Act: A new Clean Air Act that sets out the primary (and, where 

necessary, delegated) legislation required to tackle the sources of modern day 

air pollution, ensures that the UK becomes a world leader in the new 

technologies and industries that will help us clean up our air, and enshrines 

the right to breathe clean air in law.11  CAfB believes that as part of the 

consultation on legislation related to this Act, the Government should 

consider moving from current European Union legal requirements on 

particulate matter (25m/m3) to World Health Organisation guideline 

amounts (12.5m/m3).   

 

c. An Independent Emissions Regulator: An independent successor to the 

Vehicle Certification Agency (VCA), which is the national approval authority 

for new road vehicles, agricultural tractors and off-road vehicles.  This new 

body should also have a statutory duty to monitor and report on public 

transport emissions.  The VCA receives approximately 70% of its income from 

car manufacturers and, in turn, certifies that their products meet emissions 

and safety standards.12  This presents a clear conflict of interest and, as a 

result, does not meet the high corporate governance standards that this 

Government claims it is committed to.13   

 

12. Best practice in the field of air quality is not constrained to non-UK domains.  There 

is also a clear focus on reducing pollution amongst some local councils in the UK.  

Below are three examples of areas of best practice, from the UK and abroad, focused 

on improving air quality in the short-, medium- and long-term.  CAfB believes the 

Committee should examine these examples in detail.  A summary of the strategies 

adopted by other cities around the world is set out in Annex A.   

 

a. Short-Term: In September 2015, the Mayor of Paris prohibited all cars from 

entering the city centre for a day.  Subsequent analysis found that the first 

journée sans voiture reduced exhaust emissions in the French capital by 40 

per cent.14  It has since been repeated twice.  A similar scheme could be 

adapted to meet the needs of cities in the UK during times of extremely poor 

air quality.  This would require an audit of devolved powers to the 

London Mayoralty and other Combined Authority areas to ensure 

that they have the right tools at their disposal.  The inquiry should 

recommend an assessment of this sort.   

 

b. Medium-Term: Milton Keynes has begun the process of transforming its 

public transport network to make it less polluting.  The ‘Line 7’ bus route that 

runs through the town is serviced by electric buses that make use of wireless 

charging technology.  At each end of the line, buses pause for between two 

                                                           
11 These parameters for a new Clean Air Act have been suggested by the legal firm ClientEarth.  The CAfB supports these proposals.   
12 https://www.theguardian.com/business/2015/oct/04/vw-scandal-emissions-test-body-conflict-of-interest-accusation  
13 https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/640631/corporate-governance-reform-government-
response.pdf  
14 http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/paris-car-ban-day-pollution-climate-change-a7981196.html  

https://www.theguardian.com/business/2015/oct/04/vw-scandal-emissions-test-body-conflict-of-interest-accusation
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/640631/corporate-governance-reform-government-response.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/640631/corporate-governance-reform-government-response.pdf
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/paris-car-ban-day-pollution-climate-change-a7981196.html
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and four minutes over buried charging pads, which recharge the buses 

through the process of electrical induction.  Not only does this reduce air 

pollution, it also provides a substantial return on investment, as these buses 

cost approximately 38 pence less per kilometre to run than equivalent diesel 

models.15  Modifying public transport in this way offers a financially 

viable means of reducing emissions in cities over the medium-

term.  Best practice of this sort should be highlighted by the 

inquiry.   

 

c. Long-Term: The French Government has developed a strategic approach to 

reducing emissions through its Plan de Réduction des Emissions de Polluants 

Atmosphériques (PRÉPA).  The PRÉPA sets out a strategy for reducing 

emissions (including sulphur dioxide, nitrous oxide, volatile non-methane 

organic compounds, ammonia and particulate matter) in all areas of the 

modern economy, including agriculture, industry, residential units, and 

transport.16  It is an inter-ministerial plan overseen by the Conseil national de 

l’air and revised every five years.  The French approach ensures that the 

Government’s actions remain relevant to the evolving nature of air pollution.  

The presence of an independent oversight body also increases the level of 

accountability present in air quality policy.  The inquiry should consider 

whether a similar approach in the UK could be developed.  CAfB’s 

preferred way forward is outlined in the next section.   

 

13. CAfB believes that the Committee is right to highlight the importance of processes as 

much as policy.  It is our view that there is not adequate cross-government 

collaboration in the area of air quality policy.  This is reflected in the content of the 

policies that the Government has developed thus far, which, as this response 

highlights (see above), fail to take health and environmental damage into account to a 

sufficient extent.   

 

14. Alongside the new legislative and regulatory framework highlighted above, CAfB 

believes that cross-government collaboration should be enhanced and that those 

charged with implementing air quality policy should be subject to a higher degree of 

scrutiny than is the case at present.  In order to achieve these outcomes, CAfB 

proposes that the Government should establish a cross-ministerial group 

to co-ordinate the many government departments and agencies that have 

a role to play in improving air quality.  This group should be accountable to 

Parliament and should be required to deliver progress updates to Parliament on an 

annual basis.   

 

                                                           
15 https://www.economist.com/news/science-and-technology/21730623-electromagnetic-induction-gets-rid-cables-it-now-practical-refuel  
16 For more information, see https://www.ecologique-solidaire.gouv.fr/sites/default/files/06-1_PREPA_Synth%C3%A8se_-
_aide_a_la_decision_pour_l_elaboration_du_PREPA.pdf  

https://www.ecologique-solidaire.gouv.fr/sites/default/files/17095_prepa_4p_A4_DEF-1_light_0.pdf
https://www.ecologique-solidaire.gouv.fr/sites/default/files/17095_prepa_4p_A4_DEF-1_light_0.pdf
https://www.economist.com/news/science-and-technology/21730623-electromagnetic-induction-gets-rid-cables-it-now-practical-refuel
https://www.ecologique-solidaire.gouv.fr/sites/default/files/06-1_PREPA_Synth%C3%A8se_-_aide_a_la_decision_pour_l_elaboration_du_PREPA.pdf
https://www.ecologique-solidaire.gouv.fr/sites/default/files/06-1_PREPA_Synth%C3%A8se_-_aide_a_la_decision_pour_l_elaboration_du_PREPA.pdf
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15. Cross-government groups have been established to tackle other issues.  Examples 

include the Inter-Departmental Ministerial Group on Modern Slavery17, the Cross-

Ministerial Group on Tobacco Smuggling18 and, most recently, the Clean Growth 

Inter-Ministerial Group19.  Poor air quality in the UK is a problem of at least the same 

order of magnitude as those that have acquired cross-government ministerial groups 

and redressing this issue requires as extensive inter-departmental collaboration.   

 

16. CAfB recognises that the most effective public policy interventions can often be made 

at a local level.  However, in our response to DEFRA’s consultation on Improving Air 

Quality in the UK: Tackling Nitrogen Dioxide in our Towns and Cities, we expressed 

concern at the degree of responsibility being placed on local authorities to manage air 

quality issues.20  This is not because local authorities are incapable of making 

meaningful interventions in this area, it is, rather, a result of the fact that they lack 

sufficient resources to do so.   

 

17. Local authority budgets have been reduced by more than a quarter (26%) since 2010 

and this has placed them under severe financial pressure.21  As part of its Road 

Investment Strategy, the Government committed £100 million to improving air 

quality over the course of 2015-2021.  The Government has also made some 

additional funding available for the purpose of improving air quality via the National 

Productivity Investment Fund (£290 million), the Air Quality Grant (£11 million), the 

Green Bus Fund (£89 million) and the Clean Vehicle Technology Fund (£27 million).  

However, given the scale of the air quality problem, the degree of investment is low.   

 

18. In order to support the delivery of national plans at a local level, 

therefore, the Government should invest additional resources (‘Clean Air 

Grants’) in local authorities.  However, this should not be done indiscriminately; 

otherwise additional funds could be allocated to competing local policy priorities.  In 

order to prevent such seepage, the Government should ring-fence extra resources (as 

it has done in the case of Local Authority Public Health Grants).22  This would ensure 

that funding intended to improve air quality is used for this purpose.   

 

19. Moreover, local authorities should be given clarity about the size and duration of 

additional resources, so that they are able to plan their pollution reduction activities 

most effectively.  CAfB proposes that annual local authority ‘Clean Air 

Grants’ should be determined as part of a strategic review every half-

decade and guaranteed for a five year period.   

 

                                                           
17 https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/modern-slavery-inter-departmental-ministerial-group-publications  
18 https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/418732/Tackling_illicit_tobacco_-
_From_leaf_to_light__2015_.pdf  
19 https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/651916/BEIS_The_Clean_Growth_online_12.10.17.pdf  
20 https://cleanairforbrent.files.wordpress.com/2017/05/cafb-response-to-gvt-consultation-docx-2.pdf  
21 https://fullfact.org/economy/local-authorities-budgets/  
22 https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/499614/PH_allocations_and_conditions_2016-17_A.pdf  

https://consult.defra.gov.uk/airquality/air-quality-plan-for-tackling-nitrogen-dioxide/supporting_documents/Draft%20Revised%20AQ%20Plan.pdf
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/airquality/air-quality-plan-for-tackling-nitrogen-dioxide/supporting_documents/Draft%20Revised%20AQ%20Plan.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/382808/dft-ris-overview.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/382808/dft-ris-overview.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/modern-slavery-inter-departmental-ministerial-group-publications
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/418732/Tackling_illicit_tobacco_-_From_leaf_to_light__2015_.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/418732/Tackling_illicit_tobacco_-_From_leaf_to_light__2015_.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/651916/BEIS_The_Clean_Growth_online_12.10.17.pdf
https://cleanairforbrent.files.wordpress.com/2017/05/cafb-response-to-gvt-consultation-docx-2.pdf
https://fullfact.org/economy/local-authorities-budgets/
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/499614/PH_allocations_and_conditions_2016-17_A.pdf
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City Actions Result / Comment 

Paris 

 Bans cars in many historic central districts at weekends. 

 Imposes odd-even bans on vehicles. 

 Makes public transport free during major pollution events.  

 Encourages car- and bike-sharing programmes. 

 The city has outlined plans to ban all non-electric cars by 

2030. 

 In 2015, the French capital banned all cars from entering 

the city centre for day.  As a result, air pollution dropped by 

40%.   

 A long section of the Right Bank of the river Seine is now 

car-free and a monthly ban on cars has come into force 

along the Champs-Elysées.   

Delhi 

 Ban on all new large diesel cars and SUVs with engines of more 

than 2,000CC.  

 Phasing out tens of thousands of diesel taxis. 

 Encouraging Uber-style minibuses on demand. 

 The city has experimented with alternately banning cars 

with odd and even number plates. 

Brussels 

 Announced plans to ban all old diesel cars (more than 20 years 

old) from 2018.  

 In 2002, the city it launched is annual “mobility week” in a bit 

to encourage people to turn to other methods of travel. The 

week culminates with “car-free Sunday” when all cars are 

banned from the city. 

 Brussels already has the second largest car-free zone in 

Europe (after Copenhagen).   

 In 2019, the ban on diesel will extend to cover petrol cars 

from before 1997 and diesel cars pre-2001.  

 The restrictions will continue to expand until 2025, when 

diesels pre-2015 and petrol cars pre-2001 will not be 

permitted.   

Freiburg 

 500km of bike routes, tramways, and a cheap and efficient 

public transport system. 

 

 

 One suburb, Vauban, forbids people to park near their 

homes and makes car-owners pay €18,000 for a space on 

the edge of town. In return for living without a car, people 

are offered cheaper housing, free public transport, and 

plentiful bicycle spaces. 

Copenhagen 

 Mayor proposed a ban on new diesel cars from 2019 

 Prioritises bikes over cars and now has more cycles than 

people.  

 Large parts of the Danish capital have been closed to vehicles 

for decades and the city plans to become carbon neutral by 

2025. 

 The city calculates that one mile on a bike is worth $0.42 

[27p] to society, while one mile in a car is a 15p ($0.20) loss. 
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Oslo 

 Proposals have been brought forward that require: 

1. A large no-car zone in the Norwegian capital by 2019;  

2. The building of 40 miles of new bike lanes;  

3. Steep congestion charges;  

4. A rush-hour fee on top of existing congestion charges for 

motorists; and  

5. The removal of multiple parking spaces, which will be 

transformed into public spaces to discourage people from 

bringing car into the centre of the city. 

 Authorities have since adapted the proposals to create a 

phased approach that would see the “fewest possible” cars in 

the city, after concerns a total ban would negatively affect 

businesses. 

Bogota 

 Every week, over 75 miles of urban roads are closed to 

vehicles—an event called Ciclovía—and now Bogotá has a total 

of over 200 miles of bike-only lanes to serve the city. 

 Bogotá has also participated in license-plate restrictions, a 

more controversial program that some argue has led to 

more pollution with drivers buying two cars or driving at 

off-peak hours to avoid restrictions. 

Helsinki 

 Plans to drastically reduce the number of cars on its streets by: 

1. Investing heavily in better public transport;  

2. Imposing higher parking fees;  

3. Encouraging bikes and walking; and  

4. Converting inner city ring roads into residential and 

walking areas.  

 The idea is to make the city’s public transport so good that 

no one will want a car by 2050. 

Zurich 

 Capped the number of parking spaces in the city, only allows a 

certain number of cars into the city at any one time.  

 Building more car-free areas, plazas, tram lines and 

pedestrianised streets. 

 The result has been a dramatic reduction in traffic jams, and 

less pollution. 

Curitiba 
 Has one of the biggest and lowest cost bus systems in the 

world. Nearly 70% of the city goes to work by public transport. 

 The result is pollution-free air and traffic-free streets. This 

southern Brazilian city has a population of 2 million people. 

Bangalore 
 Converting its 6,000 buses to compressed natural gas and 

discouraging the car. 

 So far, says the city, it has reduced traffic pollution by about 

20% in a few years and one in four people who used to travel 

by car now use public transport. 

Madrid 

 Madrid’s Mayor confirmed in November that the main avenue 

in the city, Gran Via, will be out of bounds to private cars. The 

six-lane road will only be open to bikes, buses and taxis by the 

time she leaves office in 2019.  

 The city has already been forced to introduce temporary 

driving bans in parts of the city when pollution, which has 

exceeded EU regulations for eight years in a row, reached 

harmful levels. 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/green-living-blog/2010/jun/16/cycling-ethical-living

