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• Why mobility matters for justice 

• Mobility poverty: forms of mobility poverty 
(proximate causes) and impacts on people’s 
lives

• Re-distribution and affordable vehicles 

• Low emission vehicles and environmental 
justice?

• Justice is walking, cycling, public transport?

• Mobility justice and democracy 



• What might just future mobility look 
like? [Ideal]

• What policy approaches in different 
areas – within and beyond transport 
– could support more just mobility? 

[modest or interim approach] 



Basics: mobility and transport matter:

At societal level for meeting basic subsistence and 
housing; for economic welfare; health services; 
social services….  
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At personal, household and community 
level for engaging in social, educational, 
economic, political and personal 

activities.



Mobility matters, but who has what claims – to 
access to mobility without barriers (physical, legal 
or financial), to polluting mobility, to mobility 
which restricts movement of others? 

Some ideas of justice to inform thinking on 
mobility justice -



Each person matters, and matters equally: 
• life matters, and 
• quality of life matters, and
• ability to make something of life matters (no brave new world)

If each person matters, then justice implies –
There are societal and individual responsibility to make political, social 
and economic arrangements which reflect this assumption that each 
person matters. This has been described as showing equal concern 
(e.g. Harris, 1988).

These ideas would be compatible with many theoretical approaches, 
including liberal egalitarian, communitarian, virtue ethics – e.g. 
Anscombe 1958; Dworkin 2000; Glover 1977; Harris 1988; Nussbaum 
2003; Sandel, 1996.  But mobility justice later challenges some 
normative theories…. 



Mobility need and justice  
If each life matters, and quality of life matters then we need to 
be concerned that each  benefits from the mobility system and 
each has access to mobility to participate in society and for 
whatever reasons they have.

Proximate barriers to this:     

• Lack of accessibility, availability, affordability of travel:  barrier 
to participation in social and personal activities, caring, 
education, employment, healthcare, and so on.   

• For many, everyday activities involve travel by car (or similar) 
either as driver or passenger

• Difficulty for those without/ struggle to afford a car: 



Life can be difficult without a car, partly because of 
public transport can be expensive or inaccessible, or 
unavailable:

http://www.disabledgo.com/blog/2016/09/
southerns-rail-plans-will-breach-equality-
act-says-disabled-access-expert/



Life can be difficult without a car, partly because 
of a built environment designed around cars:



Life can be difficult without a car, partly because of traffic:



Life can be difficult without a car, partly because 
of expectations that car travel is normal – and 
sometimes that it should have priority



Life can also be hard without a car partly because of other 
sectors: housing, public and private sector employment, 
education.

For instance:

Precarity in housing and employment means that people 
without cars are at disadvantage, as people do not know 
what journeys they might need to make in the near future 

And 

To keep a car going some people tolerate hardship in other 
aspects of life, for others it can be entirely unfeasible 

(e.g. Mattioli and Colleoni 2016; Mullen and Marsden 
forthcoming). 



If life is hard without a car, leading to mobility 
injustice, 

And
If lack of affordability is a barrier to accessing/ 
using cars, 

Then,

Does justice require financial re-distribution (and 
spend that as you like), or subsidising motor 
travel for some (societal decision to support this 
type of mobility)?  



Financial re-distribution probably part of the 
answer  - matters for quality of life, 

But

Perhaps not [just or substantially] as re-
distribution in the form of subsidies for vehicles 
and fuel. 

This is partly because.

Mobility justice involves environmental justice 

Because, if each life matters then environmental 
conditions affecting lives also matter



Outdoor urban pollution and transport  

• Urban outdoor pollution worldwide estimated to  be 
responsible for 1.3 million early deaths annually (WHO)

• Poor air quality predominantly caused by transport, 
has been estimated to have mortality impacts 
‘equivalent to nearly 29,000 deaths’ in 2008 (COMEAP, 
2010, pp. 1-2).  Pollution from diesel has been 
identified as a cause of lung cancer (Vermeulen et al. 
2014).  

• Fossil fuel powered transport is a major, and in many 
countries the major, source of pollution including 
nitrogen oxides and particulates which have huge 
impacts on morbidity and mortality (COMEAP 2010; 
WHO). 





GHG emissions and transport

Transport accounts for around 23% of 
worldwide carbon emissions from fuel 
combustion emissions (IEA 2015). 

So transport is implicated in the multiple and 
unequally threats to health and welfare which 
climate change is expected to bring (see IPCC 
2014, p. 6 ).





Will technology deal with transport pollution? 

Fair to say there are some doubts that technology 
will do what was claimed for it…



A further justice concern with relying on ULEV 
technology:



Traffic might not expand as forecast – but that is 
not the issue. 

The issue is that policy attempting to rely 
cleaning up vehicles rather than also reducing 
vehicles, risks continuing to accommodate cars 
over other mobility. 

Note – nothing here says clean vehicles are not a 
good thing!



Even if the tech works for transport pollution 
from emissions – three concerns for mobility 
justice:

1. Environmental, and so justice, concerns 
about other resource use associated with 
high traffic mobility system

2. Life remains hard without a car, and might 
become harder – the subsidy needed to 
mitigate this would be vast. Is this level of 
subsidy plausible, or would mobility poverty 
just get worse?



3. Do we want to live in a world with lots more 
traffic, and an expectation that you travel by car –
this might be a democratic question (not much 
room for individual choice here).

• It privileges land use which excludes people on 
foot, cycling, excludes many activities using public 
space. 

• It might be argued - ‘what is fair is whatever 
system you end up with when people exercise 
their choices’ – except  mobility choices  are 
constrained by the mobility system and the policy 
decisions which influence it. 



Tackling mobility poverty: more walking, 
cycling, public transport, less travel? 



Tackling mobility poverty: more walking, 
cycling, public transport, less travel? 

• Plausible especially since traffic itself can be a 
significant barrier to mobility and affordability 
where take on financial burdens in order to 
sustain car use.  

• Not a new idea – see e.g. (e.g. Illich 1978; 
Lucas 2006; Mullen et al. 2014).

• Not banning cars but making decisions which 
prioritise other forms of mobility



But a significant shift to non-car mobility would limit 
some activities - not a legal thing, but recognising some 
activities would be unviable.

Not [just] trivial activities affected: 

• Activities including securing food and shelter, 
healthcare and education.   

• There is an open ended range which could 
reasonably fall within the scope of these basic 
activities – e.g. more specialist centralised 
healthcare, or more public spaces for active living? 

• We have to privilege some important activities, but 
how do we make these decisions?



For stark questions: e.g. dilemmas on mobility 
and health 

Perhaps ideas of equality can help here. There 
can be consideration of how best to reduce 
health inequalities  - that is not underestimating 
the difficulty of this.



Other dilemmas about how we want to live:  
Think about choice in education and childcare/ children’s 
activities.

At present some complex journeys  are  involved, and if cars are 
not prioritised then existing activities may be difficult. That is, 
people the journey are difficult given complexity and so the 
activity becomes unviable – choice drops out of the debate.

The broad activities of education or childcare could be 
something organised locally – but that means limiting types of 
childcare (e.g. specialised classes).   

People may have very different views about which are valuable. 
Trying to reduce inequalities in health, accessibility might help in 
debate on what is valuable  – but  these are questions for 
democratic debate



Mobility justice needs to have concern for activities 
across society, such as activities involved in health and 
education. 

There is a need to think about activities consist in (e.g. it 
is not just a matter of access to services) and how they 
might change if mobility changes. 

Not to underestimate the difficulties for inclusive 
participation – cannot expect consensus from ‘all 
affected’



1.If each person matters, then mobility justice means:

• Concern for access to mobility so people can participate in 
society and live well, and

• Concern to reduce harm, and inequalities in harm from 
transport – environmental justice.

2. Current car-reliant society creates injustice by inhibiting 
mobility and so quality of life, and by causing ill-health, and 
health inequalities.

3. More, affordable, access to clean cars might not be realistic (a 
leap of faith needed to think this would happen). Even if it did, it 
limits other ways of living – raises democratic questions.

4. Less motor traffic  - more viable way of improving inclusive 
mobility and reducing pollution?

5. De-prioritising cars also restricts some activities (or broad 
activities – health, education etc. would need to be done 
differently) 
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