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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

|.  Background

This report is conducted in the framework of the European Interreg North-West
project MONA, assisting NPUH in formulating the next vision on sustainable mobility.
As the park aim to embrace soft mobility, the need to draw visitors away from cars
towards other modes of fransportation has become most urgent in the coming year.

lI. Current State

Through literature review and field visit, we proposed a feedback loop analysis of
the fransportation system components, and determined that the three key elements
in visitors’ reliance on car are (1) ease of car access, (2) greater effort necessary to
take public fransport, and (3) inconvenience of public transit in specific scenarios
(large groups, with children and pets, with large equipment). Therefore, the park
and municipalities can focus on three key values for the upcoming vision and
guideline: purposeful car use restrictions; enhance connectivity between
transpotation modes; and enhance infrastructure capacity and quality.

lll.  Visions analysis

Next, we proceed to analyse the stakeholders' visions. This includes the park
management, municipalities Utrechtse Heuvelrug, Zeist and Rhenen, and NPUH
website. We found that they shared several common goals, such as CO2 reduction
and promotion of cycling and public fransport. On the other hand, different focuses
revealed each enfity’'s value and priority. For example, the park addresses rural
connectivity while the Zeist municipality requires urban solutions, and Rhenen targets
specific local issues. Both the similarities and differences point to the need for an
integrated mobility plan to make multi-modality work for everyone.

However, we also notficed a general the lack of emphasis on the three key
interactions mentfioned above. To address this, we looked at other European and
North American parks for inspiration. Some noteworthy principles for connectivity
includes emphasis on multimodal coverage; a single unified system (mobility pass,
one-stop booking app) and financial incentives such as discounts or combined
fickets. Furthermore, family-friendly, pet-inclusive, and equipment-accessible
facilities is a main theme, with initiatives like specialised shuttle service, designated
areas on buses and frains, and multi-use trails and facilities.

IV. Recommendations

We proposed two values the park and other stakeholders can embed into the new
vision. First is flexibility to work for both locals and vsitors, and both in natural and
urban settings. Second is inclusivity to expand capacity and entice other user groups
to adopt green modality.
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Recommendations for a transition to greener mobility
in National Park de Utrechtse Heuvelrug

CONNECTIVITY AND CONVENIENCE
~—
1.MULTIMODAL NETWORK THROUGHOUT THE WHOLE PARK

Create a well-connected network throughout the whole park as some
oreas are now hard to reach by public transport. Implement Park and
Ride options ot stations and bike rental services that allow pick up
and handing in ot different stations,

V<
CONNECTIVITY AND CONVENIENCE

2. MAKE PUBLIC TRANSPORT USE MORE ATTRACTIVE

Currently taking the cor tends to be an easier option. Improve the
attractiveness of public transport by making bus stops more
a—. . omfortable with good lighting and vending machines, Also attract

|l people by offering public transport discount deals: train and bus + a
snack

= P .
CAR REDUCTION MEASURES

3. CAR REGULATION SYSTEM @
7’
Currently there are too many car parking options. Concentrate

parking lots to create fewer options throughout the park where
parking is allowed, Consider motorless zonation or seasonal
accessibility to constrict cars in certain areas,

(

CAR REDUCTION MEASURES

4. SHUTTLE BUS SERVICE

Develop a shuttle bus service throughout the park that sfops of
train stations, car parking at the park’s border. and the park
sights, inspired by the national park Hoge Kempen in Belgium, T’u
service would be supported by a mobile app for guidance,

INCLUSIVITY

5. ADJUST TO THE WHOLE AUDIENCE

Increase the accessibility for the whole population. Including
family-friendly. pet-inclusive and equipment-accessible facilities,
lnspb'od by the Kalkalpen National Park. implement transport X
services with space for sports gear and strollers and multi-use v
trails for pets, cyclists, families etc.
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INTRODUCTION

The number of visitors in the National Park on Utrechtse Heuvelrug (NPUH) has
significantly increased following the COVID-19 pandemic. The European Interreg
North-West project MONA is assisting the NPUH on shifting visitor mobility and
recreation towards a more sustainable and nature-criented approach, as the
frequent use of cars has negatively impacted the environment (Nationaal Park
Utrechtse Heuvelrug, 2024).

In order to support this shift, multi-modality has become an important agenda in
urban transportation system (Batty, 2006; Arentze & Timmermans,2004), due to the
need to reduce vehicle emission, congestion and promote walkability in the area.
The studies proposed minimal ecological impact and improved visitor experience as
values of multi-modality.

Despite the inherent advantages, the transition to multimodality comes with many
challenges that is keeping visitors in their cars. These hurdles range from social -
change avoidance, push back from stakeholders; institutional — lack of shared vision;
technological — quality of the individual modes, ease of usage; or interrelation —
connectivity between the modes.

The purpose of this report, completed in requirement for the ENP31006 course, is to
investigate which are the key elements of a regional vision on sustainable mobility in
and around NPUH. We propose the usage of a push-pull framework to analyse the
case of NPUH, including its current vision, as well as in comparison to that of other
European parks.




CURRENT STATE

We first look at the current transportation system to and within the National Park
Utrechtse Heuvelrug. This will provide an understanding of the compositions of multi-
modal fransportation and attempt to identify key factors influencing its usage (or
non-usage).

. Feedback loop

After reviewing the literature, the NPUH website, and municipalities’ websites, we
conceptualized the context surrounding the adoption of green multi-modality in
park access and usage. The components are thematically divided into: public fransit
(bus and ftrain); car; bicycle; user system; incentive; and usage scenarios. Several
elements interrelate and form feedback loops (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. The feedback loop diagram illustrating the interconnections between different mobility
choices and their influence for sustainable transportation within the NPUH.

The main loop comprises of contribution of different transport means to multi-modal
access. An increase in car visit reduces public fransport and bike usage, thus
negatively affects multi-modality, and vice versa. Several factors contribute to
public transit and bike such as presence of incentive, convenience, and
infrastructure quality. Additionally, awareness of alternatives supports public
transport and lessen car’s attractiveness, while specific use scenes drive passengers
towards car and away from multi-modality. We also identified sub-elements




contributing to each topic, which would be useful in devising specific solutions to
each focus.

To identify the key elements within this network, we peruse the framework proposed
in several studies (Batty et al., 2014; Beil & Putz, 2023; Shaker & Hermans, 2021) on
measures to increase the proportion of multi-modal transport. These consist of
actions to push visitors away from private car use and pull them to public
transportation.

1 Push via taxation to increase the cost of car use;

2 Push via regulation to decrease car practicality;

3. Pull via infrastructure to increase capacity, quality and efficiency;

4 Pull via information and education to increase awareness and change
mindset;

S. Pull via standardization of service to increase ease of usage;

6. Pull via incentives such as financial discounts.

A foremost and persistent factor in many case studies, which is also visible at NPUH, is
the ease of car access. Litman (2024) infers that while cars and public transit can
complement each other, they mainly compete for transportation market share, thus
reducing car trips can directly increase public transport usage. However, NPUH does
not possess strong factors to push visitors away from cars. Two main drivers are a lack
of taxation — either parking fees or car entrance fees, and a lack of regulation -
limited enforcement on rogue parking or, perhaps, a reservation system for car
entry.

The second highlight is the time and effort to reach various parts of the park by
public transport. We compared getting to the park by car versus public fransport on
our field visit. The two sites were chosen based on members’ interests: Soestdijk
Palace and Soesterduinen. While it took roughly 50 minutes by car from the WUR
campus, the return trip involved 4 legs (walking, trains and bus) over 2 hours. While it
would take less effort from/ to big cities such as Utrecht, the main point remains the
low connectivity between different modes. The long walk to the station could be
improved with access to rental bikes, or more frequent bus stops.

The last key point we observed is the difficulty or inconvenience of using public
transport in various scenarios. These include, but are not limited to, large groups,
families with pets and/or children, and hobbyists with equipment (mountain/sport
bikers or campers). This observation is corroborated in Gonzalez et al. (2019) discrete
choice experiment, where unwilingness among groups (more than three people)
and visitors who bring equipment (e-bike users) highlights the limits of public fransport
in accommodating different use cases.




Highlighting the most significant interactions within the system, based on the
feedback loop diagram (Figure 1) is an important step for promoting multi-modal
transport and reducing car usage in NPUH.

First, increasing the connectivity between modes of transport, such as buses, trains
and rental bikes is crucial since the existing poor integration considerably increases
travel time and requires more work, especially for tourists coming from places with
no direct access. For example, regular bus stops close to train stations or the
availability of rental bikes might reduce the inconvenience of using public transport
(Litman, 2024).

Second, according to Batty et al. (2014) the implementation of financial or
regulatory restrictions for car usage, such as parking fees, access limitations or
reservation systems can discourage car visits while generating chances to promote
the use of other types of transportation.

Thirdly, enhancing infrastructure such as bike storage, more e-bike charging points
and offering more information about transport choices can shift visitors’ opinions on
using the bike more inside the park (Beil & Putz, 2023).

By strengthening crucial connections between the system, it is possible to influence
visitor behaviour into more integrated and sustainable fransportation systems.

ANALYSIS OF STAKEHOLDER VISIONS

To discover the current situation, an analysis of existing sustainable mobility visions is
made. To begin with two mobility visions of the municipality of Utrechtse Heuvelrug
are compared. The first mobility document dates from 2010 namely: Gemeentelijk
Verkeers- en Vervoerplan (GVVP) (Gemeente Utfrechtse Heuvelrug, 2010). The
municipality is currently working on a new sustainable mobility plan, therefore the

latest concept version from 2024 is used (Gemeente Utrechtse Heuvelrug, 2024).

The two visions are made for the same goal: to improve sustainable mobility, traffic
safety, air pollution and reduce noise nuisance for a healthy and comfortable living
environment. However, the mobility document from 2010 became over the years,
with new mobility frends emerging, to be more and more outdated. Both visions
highlight solutions such as: less motorized vehicles, making public transport more
aftractive and invest in alternative transportation methods such as (electric)
bicycles. The latter is more focused on in the 2024 concept mobility plan as over the
years more innovative electric vehicles have been infroduced, think of Fat Bikes and
electric cars.

Additional key points in the 2024 concept plan are the focus on regional, national
and global level climate goals such as the Regionaal Mobiliteitsprogramma Midden-
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Nederland and the Paris Agreement (Gemeente Utrechtse Heuvelrug, 2024). This
indicates that sustainability has become increasingly significant and that the
municipality is actively making effort to conftribute to a solution. Moreover, the 2024
plan focuses more on participation of the local community by using a questionnaire
and information meetings. The opinion of the local community is valuable
information for solutions and increases awareness. Both mobility plans mention the
importance of behavioural changes for mobility transition and therefore s
awareness an important topic to invest in. Lastly, the 2024 concept plan puts special
attenfion to monitoring through gathering additional data to test whether the
measures are still suitable to the current situation.

There are several topics from these visions that can be used as an inspiration for the
mobility vision of National Park Utrechtse Heuvelrug. For example, new parking
regulations at problem areas, investing in infrastructure for new and green
transportation methods, create mobility hubs, data monitoring of visitor numbers and
raising awareness of green mobility options.

Leist’s "Routekaart Nieuwe Energie”, the municipality’s plans for sustainability unfil
2050 (Gemeente Zeist & Catsburg, 2023), has integrated sustainable mobility as part
of its broader energy fransition strategy. Its focus lies on reducing car dependency,
expanding electric vehicle infrastructure, and promoting active and shared
transport. The vision highlights the development of urban solutions, such as mobility
hubs like the one at Jordanlaan. Currently a bus stop, this hub will be fransformed
intfo a point that facilitates the connection between cycling and public transport,
and makes it more appealing, in order to reduce congestion.

Leist also emphasizes collaboration with businesses, NGOs, and other stakeholders,
and implements shared mobility solutions through these partnerships, such as electric
cars and ‘bakfietsen’, which reduce parking demand in urban areas. Additionally, its
alignment with regional frameworks ensures coherence with broader accessibility
and livability goals. An example of this is U-Ned, which is a cooperation within the
province aiming for accessibility and livability, prioritizing regional parking strategies
and the development of public transport hubs.

While the municipality shares key goals with Utrechtse Heuvelrug, such as CO2
reduction, cycling promotion, and behavioral change, Zeist's focus is more on urban
solutions, contrasting with Utrechtse Heuvelrug's emphasis on rural connectivity. A
more detailed comparison of goals and focus points is shown in appendix A.

Another municipality within the Utrechtse Heuvelrug is Rhenen, which has its own
Rhenen’s mobility vision, outlined in its 2022-2026 administrative program, takes yet
another approach and is more targeted to local issues, such as addressing
bottlenecks like the Rijnbrug to improve accessibility of Rhenen and Kesteren
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(Provincie Gelderland, n.d.) and enhancing cycling routes in the Binnenveld areaq,
located between the Utrechtse Heuvelrug and Gelderse stuwwallen
(Staatsbosbeheer, n.d.). Their aim is to improve safety, reduce parking pressures, and
support new housing developments in the area, which highlights this municipality’s
focus on practical, local solutions (Gemeente Rhenen et al., 2022).

Rhenen’s strategy centers on specific areas of improvement instead of broader
connectivity issues. The municipality places priority on making mobility accessible for
vulnerable populations, such as improving public transport near schools and
community hubs. Shared mobility and multimodal hubs are sfill being explored, and
these initiatives are still at an early stage, compared to more advanced systems and
planning in Utrechtse Heuvelrug and urban hubs in Zeist. Appendix A highlights how
Rhenen'’s priorities compare with the strategies of Zeist and Utrechtse Heuvelrug.

VISIONS OF OTHER PARKS

This chapter analyzes case studies from four European national park initiatives and
one soft mobility initiative from America, all aiming to reduce car dependency
through strategic measures focused on three elements: reducing reliance on cars,
enhancing connectivity and convenience, and accommodating visitors with diverse
needs, such as those with children, pets, or equipment. Each initiative employs a
multimodal approach to promote sustainable transport alternatives. While each
case study has unique characteristics, challenges, and solutions, they collectively
offer valuable insights. These lessons can help explore strategies that align with the
needs and goals of Utrechtse Heuvelrug. By learning from these examples, we can
identify practical pathways for improving sustainable mobility in protected areas.

The European case studies include the Peak District National Park (England), Hoge
Kempen National Park (Belgium), Kalkalpen National Park (Austria), and Swiss
National Park. From North America, we examine the "Transit to Parks" initiative in
cities and parks like Los Angeles, Vancouver, and Yosemite National Park (Wang,
2019). Below, the measures taken by each park are categorized according to the
three elements.

Several national parks, including the Peak District, Hoge Kempen, Kalkalpen and
Swiss National Park, have adopted sustainable mobility strategies to reduce car
dependency and promote eco-friendly transport. These parks integrate public
transport, cycling, and walking, with dedicated infrastructure such as bike rental
stations, shuttle buses, and well-maintained trails. Financial incentives, like entry fee
discounts, and educational campaigns encourage sustainable travel choices.

Many parks, such as Kalkalpen and Swiss National Park, also support electric vehicles
with charging stations and collaborate with local authorities to enhance transport
services and reduce emissions. Additionally, initiatives like Transit-to-Parks (T2P) further
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promote low-emission fransit options, making parks like Yosemite, Vancouver, and
others more accessible and inclusive, particularly for underserved communities.

The implementation of similar strategies in Utrechtse Heuvelrug needs to overcome
the challenges, including the high investment for bike rentals, shuttle buses, and
trails, particularly in car-dependent areas. Encouraging behavior change is tough,
as some visitors may pay parking fees instead of reducing car use.

To improve connectivity, the Peak District National Park is exploring integrated
mobility passes combining public tfransport and bike rentals while collaborating with
local businesses for bike-friendly amenities. Similarly, the Swiss Natfional Park has
implemented mobility passes covering trains, buses, and bike rentals, enhancing last-
mile connectivity with bike-sharing stations and comprehensive infrastructure. Hoge
Kempen National Park in Belgium supports mobility with a mobile app offering frail
maps, real-time updates, and public fransport guidance, complemented by shuttle
buses, bike rentals, and pedestrian-friendly paths. Kalkalpen National Park in Austria
integrates local and regional transport services with seasonal shuttles and well-
connected bus and train routes to reduce car dependency. These parks also
provide hiking trails, cycling paths, bike rental stations, and financial incentives like
entry fee discounts for public transport users. Initiatives like Transit-to-Parks (T2P)
further promote car-free visits, with parks such as Yosemite and Vancouver offering
shuttles, bus routes, and bike rentals.

Utrechtse Heuvelrug faces challenges in improving mobility, including the lack of
advanced digital tools for real-time updates and navigation. Its multimodal
connectivity is less developed compared to other parks, requiring significant
investment in rural infrastructure. Ensuring last-mile connectivity remains a challenge,
but adapting mobility passes to the local context could offer a solution.

To accommodate users with pets, children, and equipment, various parks have
implemented family-friendly, pet-inclusive, and equipment-accessible facilities.
Inspired by initiatives like Transit-to-Parks and Kalkalpen National Park, they offer
family-oriented shuttle services with spaces for strollers and child seats, as well as
reserved parking near trails. Shuttle buses have pet zones, and dog-friendly paths,
waste disposal stations, and water bowls are provided at trail entry poinfts.

Parks like Hoge Kempen and Kalkalpen offer bike and equipment rentals at major
enfrances, reducing the need for visitors to bring their own gear. Transit vehicles and
parking areas also accommodate bulky items like bikes and sports equipment. Hoge
Kempen has multi-use trails for walkers, cyclists, families, and pet owners. Education
campaigns in parks like Kalkalpen emphasize sustainable mobility, offering
workshops for families, pet owners, and adventurers. Balancing the needs of families,
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pet owners, and visitors with equipment presents challenges for Utrechtse Heuvelrug,
as it lacks infrastructure for multi-use trails and family-friendly services, requiring costly
upgrades. Multi-use trails can also lead to user conflicts, requiring careful planning
and consultation.

In summary, Utrechtse Heuvelrug faces dillemas in the implementation of sustainable
mobility strategies. While there are opportunities to learn from other parks, such as
digital tools, multimodal transport, and family-friendly infrastructure, these strategies
must be tailored to the park's unique challenges. A comparative analysis of
sustainable mobility measures across various parks is provided in Appendix B.

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

As NPUH and the municipalities proceed with building a regional vision, we have
identified three valuable perspectives to be considered. Those insights were also
insipered by the discussion with the stakeholders during the workshop.

Firstly, inclusivity is an important aspect highlighted at other parks. The current
transport system for NPUH are quite limited in ways they can take on users with pefs,
children or large equipment. Groups (such as families) also may feel cars are more
efficiency and convenient. These users constitute a sizable population of users, and
winning them over to green multimodality would contribute greatly to the effort.
Nevertheless, we recognise that this element does not hold a prominent position in
the park and stakeholders’ visions. This is an opportunity to build it into the regional
vision, with goals to improve capacity of individual elements such as trains, buses
and rental bikes, as well as the way these user groups connect between each leg. A
potential goal could be reforming buses and trains to increase space for strollers and
bikes, as seen in Austria. Intfroducing electric cargo bikes at rental hubs would also
accommodate the needs of pets owners and families, while seamless transitions
between transport modes, such as A-to-B rental systems, may encourage vistors to
reduce their depedency on cars.

The second addition we recommend is embrace flexibility. As the park and
municipalities have different targets — nature vs urban setting, NPUH, as the
encompassing entity, should aim to make the network useful for both nature and
urban users. One tool that would benefit both scenes is more numerous and
widespread hubs connecting cycling and public transport options. It offer first-last-
mile solution to citizens in the urban area, while also provides different modes for
park visitors to travel between areas and ensure they can reach the destination
without involving car. Implementing seasonal zonation to protect sensitive areas
while allowing access to recreational zones during off-peak times can also preserve
natural and urban accessibility aspects.

Lastly, improving connectivity and attractiveness of the transport system is equally
important. The visitors experience at bus stops may be greatly improved by installing
vending machines, improving lighting and creating better facilties.
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CONCLUSION

This paper analysed the mobility situation at NPUH and key findings within the
mobility visions of the stakeholders and other international parks. Car dependence
among visitors is a result of long-term cultural and behavioural conditioning.
Transforming this tfrend into a green modality movement is challenging, and requires
the combination of push and pull activities to persuade both locals and tourists.
Three main areas that need focusing are car regulation, connectivity between
modes and quality of each mode, and the capacity of the multi-modal system to
support more user groups.

Examining the visions of NPUH and its municipalities, they have a great advantage in
the common mission to promote sustainable mobility and conftribute to regional and
national climate goals. While this is invaluable in uniting the decision-makers and
stakeholders, each has their own priorities dependent on the local context. This
emphasises the need for an inclusive and flexible vision that accommodates locals
and visitors, the natural and urban areas, and users with different purposes.

Despite the challenges, the National Park, as the encompassing entity in this project,
has the opportunity to imagine a much improved multimodal transportation system
that works for all. Drawing from other successful implementations, car regulations
can be trialled with concentrated zoning, flexible parking fees, or designated motor-
free natural areas. Furthermore, this control only works if multi-modal transport can fill
that portion of demand. This can be achieved by improving convenience and
connectivity. Several promising initiatives include bike-sharing hubs at stations and
bus stops, beautifying trains and buses and connected facilities, shuttle service, or
monetary incentives (discounts and passes). Finally, the vision must embrace users
who traditionally prefer cars - large groups, families with young children, pet owners
and people with equipment. This can be achieved with infrastructure redesign and
equipment rental services.

By embedding inclusiveness and flexibility into the vision, NPUH and the
municipalities will develop a comprehensive and integrated sustainable mobility
plan. This plan, combined with an adaptive management approach, would be
foundational to realising an efficient and useful public fransport system that would
benefit the local communities, enhance park visitors' experience, and positively
conftribute to the regional climate goals.
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APPENDICES

Category

Utrechise Heuvelrug

Leist

Rhenen

Primary Goals

Reduce through-traffic,
improve rural
connectivity, promote
sustainable mobility

Reduce car
dependency, promote
active/shared transport,
expand EV infrastructure

Address local boftlenecks,
improve accessibility,
promote cycling and
public fransport

Car
Dependency

Reduce motorized traffic
through cycling
infrastructure and public
fransport improvements

Encourages use of
shared mobility (electric
cars, bakfietsen) and
public fransport

Targets motorized traffic
bottlenecks through
specific local interventions

Focus Areas

Rural and semi-urban,
connecting villages and
protecting natural areas

Urban-focused,
promoting hubs like
Jordanlaan to connect
fransport modes

Localized focus, e.g.,
Rijnbrug accessibility and
Binnenveld cycling routes

Community Direct engagement Partnerships with Limited community
Engagement through surveys, businesses, NGOs, and engagement, focuses on
participatory mapping, coordination with aligning with
and local workshops regional programs regional/national plans
Innovative Cycling infrastructure Shared mobility Exploring shared cars and
Solutions supporting trends like initiatives and multimodal hubs at an
electric bicycles and fat multimodal hubs earlier stage
bikes
Monitoring Structured system with Annual sustainability Early-stage planning with

and Evaluation

feedback loops to
evaluate progress and
adapt measures

reporting and alignment
with provincial
frameworks (e.g., U-Ned)

less emphasis on structured
monitoring
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Appendix B. Comparative Table of Sustainable Mobility Measures in Parks

Category Park/ Measures Differences/Dilemmas Commonalities with Utrechtse Heuvelrug
Initiative
Car Peak District  Integration of public fransport, cycling, and Limited scalability of some measures due to Shared focus on promoting cycling and public
Reduction National walking; bike rental stations; shuttle buses; local funding and infrastructure constraints. transport as sustainable alternatives to car use.
Caonaeglivily PRaok District  welllMepiaiestmalylitn ecssasneikstifrigsndly amenities Coordination between Interest in integrating public transport with additional
and National Park like ékarygesreiseatiing amategiviads; partnerships with businesses and transport services, such as bike rentals.

Convenience

canpaigrsusinesses.

providers can be complex.

Hoge Public tfransport integration; electric vehicle  Some resistance from local communities Collaboration with local authorities to enhance
Kempen charging stations; bike and equipment regarding infrastructural changes and public tfransport services.
National rental services; shuttle buses. investments.
Park
Kalkalpen Seasonal shuttles; bike rental stations; hiking Challenges in implementing seasonal services  Focus on providing financial incentives for eco-
National trails and cycling paths; charging stations for  due to unpredictable demand and weather friendly tfravel choices.
Park electric vehicles; entry fee discounts for conditions.

public fransport users.
Swiss Mobility passes integrating trains, buses, and  Dependence on high-quality public fransport Emphasis on improving multimodal connections and
National bike rentals; electric vehicle support; bike- infrastructure, which may not be uniformly last-mile connectivity.
Park sharing stations at transit stops. available.
Transit-to- Seasonal shuttles; permanent bus routes; Challenges in adapting initiatives for parks A shared aim to reduce emissions and improve
Parks (T2P) infegrated bike rental services; financial with lower visitation or smaller budgets. accessibility for underserved communities.

incentives like discounted transit and park
enftry fickets.
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Hoge Kempen
National Park

Mobile app with trail maps, real-time updates, and
public transport guidance; shuttle buses; well-
marked frails.

Dependence on digital
infrastructure, which may be
less accessible for some visitors.

Desire to utilize digital tools to enhance visitor
experience and navigation.

Kalkalpen

Integrated local and regional transport; seasonal

Seasonal shuttles face

Prioritization of multimodal fransport options to reduce

Maximizing
Capacity for
Diverse Users

Reedilo Bisticirk
National Park

BiveHissnallylidesignsciesttyecoparkiog spotes tartry
femnitiscondtp &Srguitdes fransport users.

tinaifled gagditodaditsrioig to
Wrdrgistoyaibiteer e homnities and
pets in some areas.

Siodlcdepedderzyance infrastructure for diverse visitor
groups.

SREENSBRaN
N&i@nol Park

MIBIPOEESIE SNRHRE varfoliimigaRias VI
RGP ISR EHINRS SRR O S FRIBN B
egig! services.

Beloerish B BrPsedrais e
pobgatiRlNssoR Mfigtske 9

walkers vs. cyclists).

INPRSEIbIhE TR GRIIGAMEHRBEHT S SR {ENEReeBCces
tqgyce equipment-related travel.

Transit-to-Parks
(T2P)

Integrated bike rental services; combined fransit
and park entry tickets; permanent bus routes.

Financial sustainability of
discounted tickets and free
services can be a challenge.

Encouraging car-free visits through financial incentives
and integrated services.
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Kalkalpen Family-oriented shuttle services with spaces for High cost of implementing Emphasis on inclusivity for visitors with diverse needs,

National Park strollers and child seats; pet zones on buses; dog- family- and pet-specific such as families and pet owners.

friendly walking paths; equipment rental statfions. facilities.
Swiss National ~ Dedicated parking areas for families and pet Maintenance of inclusive Focus on creating family- and pet-friendly facilities to
Park owners; bike-friendly designs; dog-friendly paths infrastructure requires accommodate a wider range of visitors.

with waste disposal stations and water bowls. significant resources.
Transit-to-Parks  Shuttle services with designated pet zones; Adapting inclusive initiatives Shared emphasis on visitor education and awareness to
(T2P) workshops and guides tailored to families, pet for parks with fewer resources  encourage sustainable behavior.

owners, and adventurers; financial incentives for or smaller visitor bases can be

sustainable transport. challenging.
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