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The International Transport Forum

• A forum run by governments, open to business, 
research and civil society - 51 Countries

• Part of OECD family, successor to ECMT

• Annual Ministerial last week of May, Leipzig

www.internationaltransportforum.org



Ministerial Forum Leipzig

28-30 May 2008
TRANSPORT and ENERGY

The Challenge of Climate Change
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World LDV Emissions (Mt of CO2 equivalent) 
BAU and Heywood-King maximum incremental technology potential 

deployed in OECD and World-wide: 30% improvement by 2015
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Transport policy package 
• Most quantifiable cuts: vehicle efficiency measures

– Voluntary agreement and tax incentives
– Or vehicle fuel efficiency standards
– Potential halving of per vehicle emissions by 2035 (Heywood, 

King) including downsizingKing) including downsizing
– Views diverge on costs

• Most cost-effective measures: standards/incentives 
for ecodriving, tyres, lubricants, electrical 
components 
– 10% + emissions cuts at very low cost



A more global approach on ….
• Vehicle fuel efficiency standards? 

– Stringency of standards?
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A more global approach on ….
• Vehicle fuel efficiency standards? 

– Stringency of standards?

– Design of standards and differentiation?
• Weight or Footprint

• Classes or Curve

– Vehicle fuel efficiency test cycles?

• Vehicle component standards (e.g. tyres)?

• Vehicle labelling / consumer tests?

• Vehicle taxes?



Do mismatches in vehicle tax differentiation matter?
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Benefits
• Cost savings for manufacturers

• Economies of scale

• Improved test cycles

And Risks

• Delays in agreeing standards

• Difficulties in amending agreed standards

• Lowest common denominator agreements



Thank You

For more information:
www.InternationalTransportForum.org


