Interview Questions - Kjeld
 
**Note: Answers to the questions below are in transcript form meaning it is a close to direct wording of the exact response provided by the interviewee. As a result, grammar and spelling may be incorrect. 

Local Committees in Copenhagen
●   What issues related to particle pollution has your committee recognized?
He has been appointed by counsel of traffic. Cannot speak on behave of entire local committee. In general they have the same opinions. Committee are selected not elected. He has been selected for committee four times. Most important mayor in office is that of tech and environment. Typically left wing person. This position took all planning authorities. They write the Kommune Plan which goes lasts 12 years and renews every 4 years. All local committees are then involved in a hearing process. They have presented at hearing process before what is wrong. Most of the proposals from local committees get the same answers to their proposals; typically get response that their proposals are being skipped. Tech and environment department had 26 proposals and 23 were rejected. The remaining 3 were small changes to existing documents. If this structure of gov’t hadn’t been set up so long ago, today could look very different. In general Kjelds committee  wants reduce numbers of cars in the city. There are very few electric cars at the moment. One of the gold targets in municipality plan is on traffic; ⅓ traffic is bike,⅓ is public transport, and rest for cars. Opposite is happening. Cars are increasing and public transport is decreasing. There is no goal end for this specific goal. His committee wants to set a timeframe for this goal. Social democrats want all transport opportunities to be equal which isnt possible given street area. Cycling takes up 7% of street area while majority is for cars even though they are called a cycling city. Given standard of person kilometers, 13% is bikes and more than 50% is cars. Car trips are longer person kilometers in general. Tech and Environment wants to use other standards as well. There are many means to reduce pollution. Some everyone agrees about. They have tried to have a congestion charging ring but it ultimately failed because “social democrats in the south who opposed their gov’t”. Everyone also now agrees that road pricing is a possibility. New gov’t might be able to get this through as the old one was very restrictive. They have a new initiative right now called citizen assembly (36 ppl) to discuss how to reduce car traffic within medieval city. Its a very old discussion. Very popular woman in EU said it is totally crazy that car traffic is a problem in copenhagen. Very few know about citizens assembly. Kjeld was invited to sit on a panel at their meeting. The panel was monitored very heavily by a security agency. They had numerous discussions about whether to make area car free or what not. Decision has not been published yet but will soon. We should make contact with lead of citizens assembly. She could be a huge resource. Lean Kristensen. Also on the staff of tech and environment. 
He also wants to focus on what type of public transportation. The metro system. Very expensive. Only high income people can afford to use it. This is a problem. Instead we should use more means of transportation. By improving metro, busses are reduced significantly and thus produces more area for cars to drive. It is too expensive to operate metro and busses. They will reduce busses by ⅓. Public transport is not very high compared to the rest of the EU in CPH. People who will ride the metro will be bus passengers and cyclists. Its a tough situation because its good that they are improving it but bad because makes travel more difficult for old people and young people with babies. They are asking for an electric bus than start at norreport and drive around the inner city and go back in a loop consistently. Tried before but went poor because of bad management. They believe it could work if operated better. 
Parking is another way to reduce the number of cars. They have zones for parking. Red zone is expensive. There are more than 100 private parking lots in the inner city. Cycling article is made by progressive group inside tech and environment. Good to get in contact with them cause they know how many parking lots there are. There have been two general suggestions for reducing car traffic. Mixed throughways are the heaviest traffic areas of the city. Politicians do not recommend taking these out of plans. 
Barcelona uses super blocks. Cars go in, go left or right, and leave via a parallel road. 
Very difficult to handle situations involving private property. 
Gov’t has reduced formal charges on cars resulting in people buying larger cars. This is one of his committees recommendations; to reinstate these charges to reduce cars sizes again and hopefully increase electric cars. 
Council for sustainable transportation tries to coordinate transportation on other committees agendas via lobbying. They don't have any connections with the right wing because it brings them “nowhere”. 
They also have a biking association in CPH. Chairman of this also sat on panel at citizens assembly. Association to protect nature also is a very strong group that we could speak with. 
Parking policy is extremely important and could reduce traffic alone. 
Car free city areas is also an option when building new areas around the city. 
Light ray will be built around municipalities to outline them. Can be used as a development area. Create transportation by building in the outskirts of the city. Western and southern part of sealand have the longest distances from home to work. Making a more balanced development is a good option. If this area was developed, could be made car free. Research suggests that they should have light rail systems. What is good about light rails is that they take up space above ground, removing space for cars. 
Car free suggestion in inner city - not a very big area
Proposal for 3 new underground parking lots. Close to inner city. There was a bidding for it. No one went for it. One entrepreneur went for it and bought one underground area to build a parking lot. Chupar? People however have organized themselves to fight it because there is enough parking that is left empty. Politicians aren't proud of their decision but the local committee has arranged a hearing to discuss this. 
It was first decided that there should be a local plan for the area. Evaluation of the effects on the environment. This type of project would greatly affect the environment in a negative way. Has changed from local plan item to a construction case where they don’t need a hearing. There will be a lot of material removal and construction which is bad for emissions as well. Kjeld can put us in contact with lobby group trying to fight this project. 
They also look heavily into tourist development. Overtourism is definitely a problem. Initially starting with cruise ships and leading to hop on hop off tours. These busses don't care about idling laws at all. Year round process. Ministration of course knows about this problem but they have no good solutions. CPH has become tourist area, especially within the inner city where all the historic places are. 

Possible strategy:
1- avoid polluting forms of transport
2- shift from cars to other forms of transport
3- improve the existing systems of transport (ex. Public busses)
Perhaps a meeting with people who are in charge of environment agency 
Ava Jensen - in charge of transport and environment

Priorities - walking, biking, public transport, and then if necessary cars.
Using smaller transport electric to deliver goods from outside city to interior of city.
They exclude the foods here which is most needed. 
Delivery trucks shouldn’t be allowed to park in bike lanes. 


Denmark statistic - co2 emissions on a yearly basis, probably particle pollution as well


●    Do you think the national/local government has acted to address these issues?
○  If so, what can you identify as successful or limited efforts?
○  What complications have you noticed with these political initiatives?
○  Are there any opportunities for these political efforts to be improved?
●   What observational changes can you identify as a result of the various political efforts to target reduction of particle pollution within the city? (provide examples: miljozone, green taxes, switching to electric buses, etc.)
●    In what ways has your committee taken action to reduce particle pollution?
●   Are there any opportunities for further community engagement with this issue?
●    Do you have anything else you would like to share that you believe the team would find useful as we examine ways to improve air quality on the streets of Copenhagen?
 
Additional Notes:


