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If policy fails, turn to prayer!  That’s the message from this group 
of churchgoers who gathered outside a filling station to pray for 
lower petrol prices.  The initiative has been created by Rocky 
Twyman, a choir director from Washington DC, who said ‘The 
politicians have failed.  We’ve tried everything else, and nothing 
works, so we need divine intervention.’

The Commission’s pro-
posed new noise and ener-
gy efficiency standards for 
tyres are set to exclude the 
noisiest and most fuel-inef-
ficient cars.

The new standards, which 
update a set of standards which 
have long ceased to act as an 
incentive to improvements in 
noise and fuel efficiency, set 
obligatory levels for rolling re-
sistance, tyre pressure moni-
toring systems, and noise limits.

But the draft revision, which 
was published last month, al-
lows for sport utility vehicles 
(SUVs) to be exempt.  As the 
revision is one of several 

‘parallel measures’ which will 
allow car makers to have a 
target of 130 g/km of CO2 for 
new cars (as opposed to the 
EU’s overall target of 120 
g/km), the concession to SUVs 
has angered environmental 
groups.

‘Cars are no quieter now 
than in the 1970s,’ said T&E 
policy officer Nina Renshaw.  
‘The EU has an embarrassing 
record on cutting noise from 
road traffic, so giving conces-
sions to Europe’s noisiest cars 
is totally incomprehensible.’

The Commission seems to 
be denying that SUVs will be 
exempt, saying officials will take 

further measures after the revi-
sion is published to ensure SUV 
tyres are regulated.

Apart from the exemption 
of SUVs, T&E also says the 
proposals do not go far enough 
to address the fact that around 
half of Europe’s citizens suffer 
from the effects of excessive 
road noise, such as sleepless 
nights, heart problems, and im-
pacts on learning abilities.’

‘We need tough standards 
that require and inspire innova-
tion and new technology in the 
industry,’ Renshaw added.  
‘This has been the case with 
emissions standards for new 
cars, so why not with tyres?’

Proposed tyre rules ignore worst offenders

The agreement, announced 
on 10 June was portrayed in 
the European media as a break-
through, with Merkel quoted as 
saying: ‘I am very happy to be 
able to say that we both sup-
port the EU goal of 120 grams 
per kilometre on all new EU 
cars by 2012.’

But environmental groups 
say the deal, if agreed by all 
member states, would lead to a 
severe delay and weakening of 
the plans.

The agreement is seen as a 
victory for German carmakers, 
particularly Mercedes, who 
have made little progress on 
CO2 reductions compared 
with their French counterparts.

Under the terms of the 
Franco-German agreement, so-
called ‘eco-innovations’ such as 
solar-powered sun roofs would 
be allowed to contribute 6-8 
grams towards each 
carmaker’s CO2 target.  In a 
letter published in the Financial 
Times, T&E policy officer Kers-
tin Meyer said: ‘While such 
innovations are a good thing in 
principle, the targets are based 
on the fuel efficiency new cars 
achieve under an official testing 
procedure that does not cur-
rently account for them. In-
cluding improvements in 
non-engine technology in the 
targets currently under discus-
sion is...a way of cheating the 
system.‘

The two leaders also agreed 
to a ‘phase-in’ of the law, a 

postponement by another 
name according to T&E.  
“Whichever word some politi-
cians prefer to hear, the result 
would be the same. Europe's 
drivers, already paying higher 
fuel prices than they are used 
to, would have to wait longer 
for fuel-efficient cars that could 
be made now and with existing 
technology” said Meyer.  

Another element that will 
alarm environmentalists is a 
target for 2020, which has gone 
from the recently proposed 95 
g/km to a range from 95-110 
g/km.

The surprise deal came just 
days after record oil prices 
pushed Europe’s oil import bill 
above €1 billion a day for the 
first time.

T&E policy officer Aat Pe-
terse said: ‘Europe's two big-
gest car producing countries 
have done a deal to try to keep 
fuel-efficient cars out of the 
hands of Europeans for the 
next decade or more.  It is up 
to the other 25 countries in the 
EU to stand up for their own 
interests and kick this disas-
trous plan into the long grass.’

The European Commission 
reacted cooly to the deal, a 
spokesmen told the Associated 

Press that the EU ‘had no plans 
to water down its proposal’.

SACCONI EFFORTS

Italian MEP Guido Sacconi, 
responsible for leading the Eu-
ropean Parliament’s position 
on the car CO2 law, also ap-
peared to be taking a tougher 
line.   He said last month it was 
still too early to consider de-
laying or phasing in the new 
limits.  But he faced opposition 

German chancellor Angela Merkel emerged victorious 
from negotiations with her French counterpart Nicol as 
Sarkozy earlier this month on an agreement that cou ld 
severely weaken the upcoming car CO2 law.  T&E is 
calling on the other EU member states to reject the  deal.

Europe should reject 
France and Germany’s 
‘disastrous’ car CO2 pact 

continued on page 2

Ph
ot

o:
 E

liz
ab

et
h 

M
al

by
, B

al
tim

or
e 

Su
n 

- U
se

d 
w

ith
 p

er
m

iss
io

n



EU money putting at risk protected nature sites
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A new analysis suggests 
that EU funding for trans-
port projects is putting at 
risk more than a thousand 
nature areas in Europe 
that are supposedly under 
EU protection.

The paradox of EU funding 
going to projects which threat-
en areas supposedly under EU 
protection has been around for 
a long time, but this analysis by 

BirdLife International in coop-
eration with a number of Brus-
sels-based NGOs, including 
T&E, indicates the enormity of 
the problem.

The report says 379 special 
protection areas (SPAs) and 
935 sites of Community impor-
tance (or potential sites) are 
likely to be affected by the 21 
of the 30 trans-European trans-
port network priority projects.  
As nine of the 30 projects were 
not analysed, the total number 
of sites under serious threat 
could be even higher.

BirdLife says some of the 
most threatened birds in Eu-
rope as well as countless pris-
tine and biodiverse habitats 
could be put at risk if the TEN 
priority projects go ahead un-
changed.

The report highlights that all 
means of transport have envi-
ronmental impacts, including 
rail despite its lower emissions 
per passenger.  It says trans-
port projects must be devel-
oped as sustainably as possible 

to reduce the potential impact 
on other environmental re-
sources.

T&E director Jos Dings said: 
‘The history of Europe’s priori-
ty transport infrastructure 
projects is a classic example of 
old-fashioned political horse-
trading.  The projects were 
chosen behind closed doors 
and pushed through without 
consideration of the economic 
and environmental risks.

‘It’s now time for a root-
and-branch review of how 
these megaprojects get picked.  
It’s not hard to get it right and 
avoid conflicts – the EU just 
needs to follow its own rules.’

Among the report’s recom-
mendations are that biodiversi-
ty considerations are taken 
into account at the earliest 
stage of work on a transport 
project, and that EU funding 
should be better scrutinised to 
ensure it doesn’t go to projects 
which damage sites under pro-
tection of the EU’s Natura 
2000 scheme.

The Commission has given 
a new hint that it is running 
out of patience with the 
International Maritime 
Organisation’s ability to 
tackle shipping’s contribu-
tion to greenhouse gas 
emissions.

In an unusually undiplomatic 
comment at an industry semi-
nar in Brussels earlier this 
month, the EC’s top environ-
ment official Mogens Peter Carl 
said the EU was ‘fed up of wait-
ing for Godot’ and criticised 
industry lobbyists of ‘playing 
ping pong’ to avoid action.

The Commission is known 
to be considering including 
shipping in the EU Emissions 
Trading System (ETS) but 
would still prefer the IMO to 
come up with a system that 
covers the whole world.  ‘We 
would prefer to see a truly 
international system,’ Carl said, 
adding in a reference to Samuel 
Beckett’s play about a charac-
ter who never appears, ‘but we 
are fed up of waiting for Godot,’

Carl was fiercely critical of 
the IMO, saying it was ‘miles 
and miles’ away from a multilat-
eral agreement on CO2 emis-
sions.  He said opponents of 
emissions trading were ‘playing 
ping pong between the IMO 
and the United Nations’, saying 
in one organisation that only 
the other had the competence 
to act.

‘Let us pray and hope that 
the IMO will find an effective 
solution by early 2009,’ Carl 
added, ‘otherwise there is the 
supreme threat that the Euro-
crats will get into this.  You 
might not like what will come 
out of that.’

The environment commis-
sioner Stavros Dimas told 
MEPs last month the Commis-
sion would present proposals 
for adoption in 2009 ‘if there is 
no significant progress towards 
a global agreement’.

Brussels hints 
at including 

shipping in ETS

MEPs keep up pressure on ministers 
for meaningful ETS terms for aviation
MEPs are refusing to let proposed EU measures to re duce air transport’s contribution to 
climate change be watered down.  A vote last month keeps MEPs and ministers on a 
collision course over the terms by which aviation w ill enter the EU ETS.

The European Parliament’s 
environment committee last 
month discussed an effective 
request from ministers to 
make the terms more accepta-
ble to the aviation industry.  
Last autumn it voted for certain 
terms which ministers want to 
water down, but in their vote 
last month, the elected repre-
sentatives held firm in their de-
mands.

There are both differences 
of quantification and of princi-
ple.  The biggest issue of princi-
ple is that MEPs want the 
revenue from aviation’s pres-
ence in the ETS to be used for 
measures to tackle climate 
change, whereas ministers are 
against any agreement for spe-
cific uses of the money 

(‘earmarking’ or ‘ring-fencing’).
On the quantification issues, 

MEPs want the baseline level 
for aviation’s emissions to be 
10% down on the levels of 
2004-06, rather than the same 
level, and tightened every year 
from 2013.  They also want 
25% of the emissions permits 
to be paid-for (via auction) 
while ministers only want 10%.  
And they want all flights to be 
included from 2011, as op-
posed to the Commission’s 
proposal of 2011 for EU flights 
and 2012 for all flights.

The Parliament’s rappor-
teur Peter Liese said: ‘Our rec-
ommendations will not push up 
the price for consumers by 
much, but it will mean the most 
polluting airlines will have to 

pay most.  A return flight from 
Frankfurt to Mallorca will on 
average increase by €6.’

US APPROACH

The EU is concerned about 
threats of legal action from 
America, which says forcing US 
airlines to pay for emissions 
permits is against international 
rules on aviation.  But Liese 
says the next US president is 
likely to be more open to EU 
efforts on CO2 from planes.

After speaking to advisers of 
the (then) three presidential 
hopefuls, Liese said: ‘The Mc-
Cain, Clinton and Obama 
camps confirmed that any legal 
action by the Bush administra-
tion would not be supported 
by the new president.’

from several MEPs on the 
Parliament’s environment com-
mittee whose governments are 
pushing for a 2015 deadline.

The EU agreed in 1996 that 
the average new car should 
emit no more than 120 g/km by 
2005.  There is still a nominal 
target of 120 g/km by 2012, but 
last year the Commission pro-
posed a 130 g/km target, with 
the other 10g to be achieved 
through ‘parallel measures’ 
such as improved tyres (see 
story, page 1).

continued from page 1
Merkel-Sarkozy deal 
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The MEP responsible for 
coordinating responses to 
the Commission’s Euro VI 
emissions standards for 
heavy vehicles says the 
standards should be strict-
er and come into force 18 
months earlier than Brus-
sels envisages.

The German socialist Mat-
thias Groote says Euro VI limits 
should be in force by April 
2013, not October 2014 as the 
Commission is proposing.  He 
says the earlier date is 
‘technically feasible’ as long as 
some ‘technical flanking meas-
ures’ are agreed by April 2009.  
The Commission says the 

flanking measures cannot be 
adopted until the start of 2010 
at the earliest.

Groote also wants the pro-
posed limit on fine particle 
emissions to be halved from 10 
mg/kWh to 5mg.  This would 
mean all new heavy vehicles 
would need to be fitted with 
closed particle filters.

The MEP also proposes the 
obligatory carrying of portable 
emissions measuring devices in 
vehicles as he says emissions in 
real driving are often substan-
tially different from those re-
corded in test cycles.

SHAPE IT OR BE 
SHAPED BY IT

The United Nation’s chief 
climate official has warned the 
transport sector that if it does 
not adapt quickly to climate 
change, its ability to influence 
events will diminish.  Yvo de 
Boer told a transport confer-
ence in Leipzig that the trans-
port sector must choose 
whether it wants to help shape 
a global climate treaty or be 
shaped by it.  ‘All of the current 
trends in transport fly in the 
face of what science tells us is 
required,’ he said.  ‘Developed 
countries need to start thinking 
hard about what short- and 
medium-term sectoral emis-
sions reductions they want to 
commit to in the transport 
sector.’  De Boer recommend-
ed ambitious emissions stand-
ards for cars and including 
transport in an international 
emissions trading scheme.

AVIATION BENEFITS?
Two reports from Great 

Britain have cast doubt on the 
economic benefits of aviation.  
A report by the country’s Sus-
tainable Development Com-
mission said airport expansion 
should be stopped until the link 
between aviation and econom-
ic benefit had been proved – it 

said estimates of increases in 
economic activity as a direct 
result of more air travel had 
not taken into account the po-
tential losses to activity from 
cheap flights.  It also said the 
impact of aviation’s emissions 
was still insufficiently under-
stood.  And a survey by WWF 
of 100 leading businesses found 
that 89% expect they will want 
to fly less over the next 10 
years because of the benefits of 
videoconferencing.  WWF says 
if the demand for flying from 
the business sector goes down, 
the case for expanding airports 
starts to look ‘a bit shaky’.

GREEN CAPITALS
The initiative for sustainabil-

ity in local government, Iclei, 
has launched a search for 
Europe’s greenest capitals.  It is 
offering an annual European 
Green Capital award for one 
exemplary city that is leading 
the way in environment-friend-
ly urban living – both in terms 
of the local environment and by 
making a contribution to a bet-
ter global environment.  T&E 
will be represented on the 
judging panel.  Any European 
city with 200 000 inhabitants or 
more can apply, and the win-
ners for 2010 and 2011 will be 
chosen later this year.

NEWS DIGEST

Euro VI standards should be 
stricter and sooner, says MEP

Over a long-weekend at 
the beginning of this 
month, Europe witnessed a 
breathtaking example of 
political schizophrenia.

On Friday 6 June, oil prices 
soared to $138 per barrel. 
That was - again - a new 
record. But the truly historic 
fact is that the price reached 
the point where, for the first 
time in history, the value of EU 
oil imports exceeded the until-
now-unimaginable sum of €1 
billion per day.  Yes, you read 
correctly, per day.  Cars guzzle 
about €400 million of that 
amount; yes, every single day. 
To put that into perspective, 
Europe’s car industry is re-
sponsible for around €300 mil-
lion a day of ‘value added’. In 
other words, the economic val-
ue of Europe’s car industry is 
lower than the economic value 
of the oil we buy to power the 
cars.  Unbelievable as it may 
sound, that is where we are. 
The value added from car mak-
ing is lower than the value lost 
from all the oil those cars need 
to keep rolling.

The next working day, Mon-
day 9 June, Chancellor Merkel 
and President Sarkozy jointly, 
and seemingly happily, attempt-
ed to drive the final nail in the 
coffin of Europe’s policy to 
make our cars use less oil. 
Their agreement on cars and 
CO2 (see story, page 1) is as 
vague as it is ominous.  But it 
seems to imply that the antique 
‘voluntary agreement’ target of 
140 grams per kilometre has 
reared its ugly head again.  The 
Merkel-Sarkozy pact would 
mean a 138 gram target (130 
grams + 8 grams for ‘eco-inno-
vations’), except with a dead-
line for compliance later than 
2012 instead of 2008 as was 

agreed under the voluntary 
agreement ten years ago. 
Again, it sounds unbelievable 
but that’s where we are.

The German government 
and its car industry, in particu-
lar the brand with the three-
pointed star, are delighted with 
the deal, although it does noth-
ing to meet the former’s  self-
imposed 40 per cent green-
house gas reduction target or 
lower its € 25 billion oil import 
bill for cars. By contrast, on the 
French side there was silence. 
It was a black day for Europe, 
and a black day for its so-called 
‘leadership’ on climate change 
and transformation to a low 
carbon economy.

It is obviously undemocratic 
and unacceptable that two 
member states would decide 
for the other 25 how hard they 
should work to hit their cli-
mate targets.  Or how high 
their oil import bills will be, and 
how much their citizens will 
have to pay at the pump.  Eu-
rope already has a problem of 
looking undemocratic at the 
best of times, and cynical deals 
like this one don’t help.

The European Commission, 
thankfully, reacted cooly to the 
Franco-German deal.   And so 
far, the European Parliament’s 
environment committee has 
taken a tougher line on cars 
and CO2.  Italy, albeit belated-
ly, spoke out against the idea of 
two countries deciding for all.  
I hope these voices get louder 
and are joined by others.   

Clearly it is now up to the 
other countries and the Euro-
pean Parliament to show that 
Europe is not governed by the 
lowest common denominator 
of one industry. It is high time 
that innovative carmakers, low 
carbon technology suppliers, 
fuel bill-paying citizens, energy 
security specialists, econo-
mists, and indeed environmen-
talists, are listened to as well.

Jos DingsJos DingsJos DingsJos Dings
T&E Director

Europe’s billion euro a day 
oil imports are a wake-up 
call for fuel-efficient cars



N E W S   D I G E S T

EU consultations

T&E Bulletin is the official news 
sheet of the European Federation 
for Transport and Environment 
(T&E).  It appears 10 times a year. 
The deadline for contributions to 
the next issue is Friday 4 July 2008.

T&E has 51 member organisations 
in 23 countries.

T&E Secretariat: T&E Secretariat: T&E Secretariat: T&E Secretariat: 
Rue de la Pépinière 1,Rue de la Pépinière 1,Rue de la Pépinière 1,Rue de la Pépinière 1, 1000 Brux-
elles, Belgium
Tel: +32 2 502 9909
Fax: +32 2 502 9908
info@transportenvironment.org.

Editor:
Chris Bowers,
Tel & fax: +44 1273 813331
editor@transportenvironment.org.

���������������

4T&E Bulletin  |  No 169, June 2008  |  www.transportenvironment.org

In a report for the energy 
committee, the Luxembourg 
Green MEP Claude Turmes 
calls for the 10% target to be 
scrapped.  ‘The 10% target is 
more a political target than a 
scientific target,’ he said.  ‘And 
his report includes the sen-
tence: ‘There is overwhelming 
evidence to drop the mandato-
ry 10% target.’

Turmes’ call was supported 
by the centre-right MEP Wern-
er Langen, though most MEPs 
who spoke in the debate on the 
Turmes report last month 
wanted to keep the target in 
some form.

A separate report for the 
environment committee by the 
Swedish centre-right MEP An-
ders Wijkman calls for the tar-
get to come down to 8% by 
2020.  ‘Given the many un-
knowns today,’ his report says, 
‘the responsible way to go for-
ward seems to be to instead go 
for a lower target – such as 8%.’

Meanwhile, T&E has got 

hold of documentation from 
the Commission on how to 
measure the climate impact of 
when land used to produce 
biofuels leads to other land 
being converted for other pur-
poses such as agriculture to 
offset the land that has been 
displaced.

INDIRECT LAND USE

Known as ILUC (indirect 
land use change), it was not 
addressed in the Commission’s 
proposed renewable energy di-
rective currently going through 
the legislative process, or in its 
greenhouse gas calculator for 
agrofuels.

Since the renewable energy 
proposal was published, new 
research suggests that the IL-
UC from agrofuel crops is 
probably so great in many cases 
that the resulting biofuels in 
fact have greater greenhouse 
gas emissions than fossil fuels.

T&E director Jos Dings said: 
‘The good news is that it seems 

that the Commission has the 
intention of seriously looking at 
this issue, but we have to be 
careful that it does not under-
estimate the ILUC impact.’

The head of the UN Food 
and Agriculture Organisation 
has launched a powerful attack 
on western policies on pro-
moting biofuels.

Speaking in Rome earlier 
this month, Jacques Diouf told 
a gathering of heads of govern-
ment that he thought it 
‘incomprehensible that subsi-
dies worth €7-8 billion in 2006 
were used to divert 100 million 
tonnes of cereals from human 
consumption mostly to satisfy 
a thirst for fuels for vehicles.’
• The EU agriculture commis-
sioner Mariann Fischer Boel 
has said biofuels must not be-
come ‘a scapegoat’ with 
‘exaggerated’ claims about land 
use.  In a speech last month, 
she said 80% of the EU’s biofu-
els target could be met using 
only 15% of EU arable land.

Two reports for the European Parliament have called  for the EU to abandon its target 
for 10% of transport fuels to come from biomass by 2020.  T&E has obtained information 
on the greenhouse gas impacts from indirect land us e change from biofuel production.

OIL PRICE GOOD
The rising price of oil is 

good news, according to the 
head of the Organisation for 
Economic Cooperation and 
Development (OECD).  Speak-
ing at the OECD’s annual 
meeting, Angel Gurria said it 
would be ‘disastrous’ if the 
world’s richest nations cut fuel 
taxes or subsidised prices, as 
rising prices are a clear signal to 
consumers and companies to 
cut their fuel consumption.  In 
an interview with the BBC, 
Gurria said: ‘We cannot allow 
the temporary slowdown in 
the world economy to distract 
us from something which in 20, 
30, 40 or 50 years will be the 
most relevant challenge we 
have.’

RAIL ALTERNATIVES
Transport committee MEPs 

have voted for a set of rules 

that will require airline reserva-
tion systems to show both 
CO2 emissions and available 
alternative train journeys.  In a 
debate last month on updating 
the existing code of conduct on 
computerised airline systems, 
they said any journey of less 
than 90 minutes must show 
alternative options by train, in-
cluding connections, if they are 
ranking two or more flight 
options.  They also voted for an 
amendment requiring compu-
terised systems to show ‘easily 
understandable’ information 
about the flight’s CO2 emis-
sions and fuel consumption.

CAR ADVERTISING
The Commission wants 

people’s views on how to im-
prove consumer information in 
advertisements for new cars.  
The consultation comes after 
Brussels admitted the 1999 di-

rective requiring fuel consump-
tion and CO2 labelling of all 
new cars is ‘not working as well 
as it could’.  One of the options 
proposed is to make the rules 
on advertising information 
more strict.  EU Consultations, 
this page

LAND USE MODEL
Commission officials are 

trying to develop a model for 
predicting the environmental 
impacts of land use changes.  A 
draft interim report published 
last month says such a model 
could help minimise impacts 
that are often ‘irreversible’ and 
only become visible years after 
changes are made.  The obvi-
ous motivation for the initiative 
is the concern that pursuing 
biofuels could affect food sup-
plies, but the model would also 
cover other uses of land, such 
as access to local services.

More pressure on 10% EU biofuels target
•••• Revision of the CO Revision of the CO Revision of the CO Revision of the CO2222/cars /cars /cars /cars 
‘labelling’ Directive 1999/ ‘labelling’ Directive 1999/ ‘labelling’ Directive 1999/ ‘labelling’ Directive 1999/ 
94/EC94/EC94/EC94/EC, DG Environment, runs 
until 28 July, http://ec.europa. 
eu/yourvoice/ipm/forms/dispat
ch?form=co2&lang=en

BETTER THAN EU
The mayors of three Euro-

pean cities have committed 
their areas to going beyond EU 
environment targets on reduc-
ing greenhouse gases and pro-
moting renewable energy.  
Delft (NL), Grenoble (F) and 
Växjö (S) say they will cut CO2 
emissions by 20% (1990-2020), 
make 20% energy savings, and 
work for for renewable energy 
to have an overall 20% share by 
2020.  The aim is to show how 
a local economy can thrive at 
the same time as cutting CO2.

AND FINALLY …
Police in America have been 

called to a series of thefts of 
used grease from restaurants 
that fry food.  Processed fryer 
oil, or ‘yellow grease’, has gone 
from waste product to liquid 
gold in a few months as its use 
as a form of biodiesel for cars 
and lorries has become better 
known.  With a conversion kit, 
people can turn the oil into 
engine fuel, and as the price of 
oil has risen, so has the attrac-
tiveness of used fryer oil.  ‘A 
year ago I had to pay to have it 
taken away,’ said a restaurant 
owner, ‘but now we have to 
make sure it isn’t stolen.’


