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abSTracT
local authorities in european cities are seeking new approaches to develop strategies that help stimu-
late a shift towards cleaner and more sustainable transport modes. Sustainable Urban mobility Plans 
(SUmPs) are instruments that contribute towards achieving climate and energy targets set by euro-
pean Union (eU) leaders and promoted through the european commission (ec) in relevant documents 
such as the Transport White Paper and action Plan on Urban mobility. a well-prepared SUmP will 
help to provide high-quality and sustainable mobility and transport to, through and within urban areas. 
SUmPs foster a balanced development of all transport modes, while encouraging a shift towards more 
sustainable modes and usage. The plans present both long-term strategies for the future development 
of transport and mobility infrastructure and services in urban areas as well as short-term plans for 
implementation of these strategies: timing, allocation of resources and responsibilities and identifying 
the required finances. They include integrated sets of technical, infrastructure, policy-based and soft 
measures. Different approaches to sustainable urban mobility planning exist throughout europe. While 
some countries, such as France and the UK, may be considered forerunners (with plans produced under 
a different name and slightly different methodology), SUmPs are a new planning tool in other parts 
of the eU, especially within the new member states. This article presents the way in which the SUmP 
concept was introduced and accepted in Slovakia.
Keywords: audit, mobility, plan, strategy, sustainable, transport, urban area.

1 INTrODUcTION
The european commission’s (ec) White Paper on Transport – published in 2001 – rec-
ognized that the smooth flow of transport was fundamental to the european economy and 
society, with mobility being vital for the internal market and for the quality of life of citi-
zens. Transport needed to be sustainable in the light of the new challenges being faced. 
Since then, much has been achieved, with the Single european Sky being successfully 
launched; the rapid improvement of the safety and security of transport across all modes; 
Trans-european transport networks having contributed to territorial cohesion; and great 
efforts made to enhance transport’s environmental performance. However, the transport 
system is still not fully sustainable and many transport and land use models of today have 
not yet responded to the new challenges the european Union (eU) faces. looking 50 years 
ahead, it is clear that transport cannot continue to develop along its current path [1]. many 
mobility problems in transport remain, with cities continuing to suffer from congestion, 
poor air quality and noise exposure. Urban transport is responsible for about a quarter of 
cO

2 
emissions from transport, and the percentage of road accidents that occur in cities 

remains dangerously high at 69% [1].
The high concentration of economic activities in cities means that they are complex spatial 

structures that require functional and supportive transport systems. many current transport 
systems, for a variety of reasons, cannot satisfy the numerous requirements of urban mobility. 
The larger the city, the greater its complexity and the potential for disruption. Often this com-
plexity is not effectively managed, especially the preparation of necessary new policies, such 
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as the promotion of more energy-efficient vehicles or alternative fuels, support for public 
transport, transport demand management or anti-sprawl legislation. recognizing the continu-
ing problems of urban mobility, the ec adopted the action Plan on Urban mobility in 2009. 
This proposed short- and medium-term practical actions to be launched, addressing specific 
issues related to urban mobility in an integrated way. It listed six themes, with Theme One 
including direct reference to ‘accelerating the take-up of sustainable urban mobility plans’. 
at the core of mobility management are so-called soft measures such as information, com-
munication, improved service promotion and activities that relate to mentality change of 
transport users. Soft measures are typically used to enhance the effectiveness of so-called 
hard infrastructure measures. The action Plan proposed measures to encourage and help 
local, regional and national authorities in achieving their goals for sustainable urban mobility. 
The commission has actively promoted this concept for several years, but it is the member 
states that need to promote these practices at the national level and ensure that the right legis-
lative and support conditions are in place for local authorities. Unfortunately, many transport 
and land use models have not yet responded to these new challenges. This is especially so in 
the eU new member states (estonia, latvia, lithuania, Poland, czech republic, Slovakia, 
Slovenia, croatia, Hungary, bulgaria and romania) where there remains an entrenched men-
tality of planning based on old and outdated methods, materials and management.

2 SUSTaINable UrbaN mObIlITy PlaNS
a Sustainable Urban mobility Plan (SUmP) is a strategic plan designed to satisfy the mobil-
ity needs of people and businesses in cities and their surroundings for a better quality of life. 
It builds on existing traditional planning practices of individual countries, but also takes due 
consideration of integration, participation and evaluation principles. a SUmP aims to create 
a sustainable urban transport system by addressing some, if not all, of the following objec-
tives:

•	 ensure transport system accessibility for all;

•	 Improve safety and security;

•	 reduce air and noise pollution, greenhouse gas emissions and energy consumption;

•	 Improve the efficiency and cost-effectiveness of the transportation of persons and goods;

•	 enhance the attractiveness and quality of the urban environment.

SUmPs gained increased recognition and importance at the european level when the ec 
launched several documents and strategies to support this concept, among the most important 
being the action Plan on Urban mobility (2009) and the Transport White Paper (2011). The 
ec had previously also examined the possibility of a mandatory take-up of SUmPs for cities 
of a certain size.

Two eU-supported projects that provided a big impact to the promotion and take-up of 
SUmPs were elTIS plus (in establishing an implementation methodology) and aDVaNce 
(establishing a pre- and post-SUmP assessment methodology). The elTIS plus project sup-
ported by ec funds has highlighted the benefits of SUmPs in comparison to traditional trans-
port plans. The specific goals of the project were to raise awareness of SUmPs and to provide 
guidance and training materials for urban mobility professionals all over europe. elTIS plus 
has been implementing two inter-related activities: the management of the european local 
Transport Information Service web site, www.eltis.org, and the promotion of the uptake of 
SUmPs across all member states.
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The policies and measures defined in a SUmP should cover all modes and forms of trans-
port in the entire urban inner and outer areas, including public and private, passenger and 
freight, motorized and non-motorized, moving and parking. a result of the project was the 
production of guidelines for the minimum requirements of the preparation and implementa-
tion for a quality SUmP [2]. according to elTIS plus [2] and aDVaNce [3], full SUmP 
cycle includes four main phases (Fig. 1):

1. Preparing well for the planning process;
2. rational and transparent goal setting;
3. elaborating the plan;
4. Implementing the plan.

The SUmP cycle consists of 11 elements (main steps) and 32 activities (detailing specific 
tasks) providing a logical rather than a sequential structure. The important element to consider 
is the repetitive process of elaboration of the plan; it needs to be applied not as the summative 
result of successive stages of studies, but rather an integrative process that allows a shared 
diagnosis of the situation, a progressive definition of objectives and the consistency of means.

Figure 1: SUmP cycle (Source: elTIS plus [2] and aDVaNce [3]).
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bearing in mind that the SUmP should be a way of tackling transport-related problems in 
urban areas more efficiently, it is wise to build upon existing practices and regulatory frame-
works. Therefore, the following basic characteristics need to be considered:

•	 A participatory approach: citizens and stakeholder involvement from the start and 
throughout the process in all decision-making, implementation and evaluation, building 
local capacity for handling complex planning issues and ensuring gender equity;

•	 A pledge for sustainability: balancing economic development, social equity and environ-
mental quality

•	 An integrated approach: mixing practices and policies between policy sectors (e.g. trans-
port, land use, environment, economic development, social inclusion, gender equity, health, 
safety), between authority levels (e.g. district, municipality, agglomeration, region, nation, 
eU) and between neighbouring authorities (inter-municipal, inter-regional, transnational, etc.)

•	 A focus on a clear sustainable development strategy: achieving measurable targets de-
rived from short-term objectives, aligned with a vision for transport

•	 An economic review: emphasis on transport costs and benefits, taking into account wider 
societal costs and benefits, and also across policy sectors

because SUmPs build upon already established and traditional transport planning practices, 
it is important to understand and recognize the main differences between the two – indicated 
in Table 1.

Table 1:  The differences between traditional transport planning and SUmPs. 

Traditional transport planning Sustainable Urban mobility Planning

Focus on traffic Focus on people

Primary objectives: traffic  
flow and speed

Primary objectives: accessibility and quality of life, sus-
tainability, economic viability, social equity, health and 
environmental quality

modal focused balanced development of all relevant transport modes 
and shift towards cleaner and more sustainable transport 
modes

Infrastructure focus Integrated set of actions to achieve cost-effective solutions

Sector planning document Sector planning consistent with and complementary to 
related policy areas

Short- and medium-term  
delivery plan

Short- and medium-term delivery plan embedded in a 
long-term vision and strategy

related to an administrative  
area

related to a functioning area based on travel-to-work 
patterns

Domain of traffic engineers Interdisciplinary planning teams

Planning by experts Planning with the involvement of stakeholders using a 
transparent and participatory approach

limited impact assessment regular monitoring and evaluation of impacts to inform 
a structured learning and improvement process

(Source: elTIS plus [2])
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3 INTrODUcINg THe SUmP cONcePT IN SlOVaKIa

3.1 PeSTle analysis

The PeSTle analysis is a framework used to scan the organization’s external macro envi-
ronment. PeSTle analysis was performed by the authors of this article in 2015 as a useful 
method to identify the external factors that influence urban mobility planning in Slovakia, 
together with an interview survey among 55 stakeholders, including decision-makers, policy 
influencers, practitioners, academia and others. The analysis was done for use in eVIDeNce 
project (http://evidence-project.eu/), supported by the ec, seeking to find the credible evi-
dence that can be used to substantiate the benefits of greater investment in sustainable trans-
port. This will help politicians and transport practitioners understand the economic return on 
investment that can be achieved through increasing expenditure on sustainable transport. The 
main results of the analysis can be summarized as given below.

Political: generally, there is a political will in Slovakia oriented towards sustainable 
mobility with several policy papers in place to support this – the most important being Trans-
port Development Strategy to 2020 and the eU Operational Programme – which provides a 
strategic funding document for eU funds received for the 2014–2020 period. The main goals 
of these funding programmes are to improve accessibility, reduce regional disparities and 
support economic development, while also reducing the negative impacts on the environ-
ment and on public health. These eU funds are the cornerstone of Slovakia’s medium- and 
long-term development strategy and they should also mobilize additional public national 
and private funding for sustainable mobility. Significant attention is given to the territorial 
dimension of interventions, particularly in the area of urban development and access to public 
services. at least 5% of the european regional Development Fund allocation in Slovakia will 
be invested in sustainable urban development actions implemented in regional capital cities 
and their functional areas.

In local politics, mobility has also become one of the main issues and residents express 
their interests and concerns during public consultation processes organized by municipalities. 
In line with this political awareness among citizens, civil society has also gradually increased 
its power, particularly in the last decade. There are many active non-governmental organiza-
tions (NgOs) focusing on sustainable mobility organizing campaigns and events support-
ing changes in travel behaviour and shifts to more sustainable travel modes (among others 
mUlIca, PeDal, OcIbb, cycling coalition, Kostitras, malacky na kolo).

Economic: In previous years, a lack of funding was considered the most significant barrier to 
implementing mobility measures in Slovakia, a situation particularly bad in the cities with the 
majority of city representatives claiming to have very limited funding sources. The municipal 
income and state subsidies cover only minimal maintenance of existing infrastructure and public 
transport services. Only a bare minimum of city budget is used for new sustainable mobility 
measures (somewhere between 0 and 4%). Those cities with the relevant staff resources to 
apply for eU funds do so, making many cities wholly dependent on eU funds, donors or other 
eU projects (e.g. Horizon 2020). a weak economic base is the main reason for cities’ lack of 
improvement in sustainable mobility measures. If more funding was available, the potential to 
shift cities towards the implementation of mobility measures would increase rapidly.

Social: Social changes in Slovakia are increasingly affecting mobility. In close interac-
tion with social values and individual attitudes, mobility patterns are linked in complex 
ways to significant social trends, such as the adoption of suburban life style or ageing of the 
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population. It is increasingly evident that the corresponding new lifestyle in societies and the 
mobility behaviour associated with such lifestyle are not consistent with protection of envi-
ronmental quality or promotion of social cohesion.

although there is a general consensus among citizens that sustainable mobility is ben-
eficial, many nevertheless are not prepared to make the personal changes necessary to their 
travel habits. Therefore what is needed is a better understanding of the constraints upon, and 
drivers of, mobility behaviour. generally, citizens are not very interested in the actual mobil-
ity planning process, but are interested in what mobility measures are implemented in their 
neighbourhood or city. They will often support small mobility interventions such as cycling 
infrastructure, pedestrian paths or changes in the quality or frequency of public transport 
services.

european mobility Week (emW) campaigns, games and other activities contributed to a 
substantial increase in cyclists in Slovak cities (e.g. 7% increase of total number in average 
in Žilina each year during the last five years, or 52% annual increase boom in bratislava 
(2012/2013)). cycle to Work or cycle to School campaigns have been achieving increased 
popularity year by year. Public awareness has been rising and citizens are no longer con-
sidered only as users, but also as key stakeholders. This has also made politicians in cities 
support implementation of measures for cyclists (new lanes, racks, access to one-way roads 
or pedestrian areas).

Technological: In interviews mobility experts and municipal staff articulated mobility 
both as a critical difficulty and a potential source of hope to transform city operations. There 
is a need to treat mobility as a tool to enhance economic, social and environmental well-
being. Significant investment will be required for solutions using new technologies which can 
be used to take positive steps to transform mobility systems. The technologies and services 
that enable smarter mobility have a range of capabilities which benefit travellers, service 
providers and urban planners alike. Some of them have already been introduced in Slovak 
cities including:

•	 Dynamical junction management (bratislava, Žilina, Košice, Prešov, Trnava);

•	 Prioritization for public transport (Žilina, bratislava);

•	 Dynamic weighting and toll system (highways);

•	 Navigation parking system (bratislava, Košice);

•	 Information system for public transport (Žilina, bratislava, Košice);

•	 monitoring systems (traffic counters and air pollution).

However, this is still not enough and cities should consider a stronger focus on the smart city 
concept and the benefits of employing more integrated technological measures. concerning 
e-mobility, the Slovak government does not presently support this and it is difficult to bring 
electric vehicles to the Slovak market and promote electromobility.

Legislative: In the Slovak republic, public administration is provided by state administra-
tion (central government) and territorial self-government (sub-national government). These 
two components of public administration are independent, but they cooperate. The Slovak 
republic consists of eight self-governing regions, their governing being in principle inde-
pendent from the central government. eU funds and national funding are managed by the 
relevant ministries and the managing authority of the particular operational programme.

The current situation in mobility planning at the regional level can be characterized as fol-
lows. regional governments still suffer from some deficiencies. governance mechanisms, 
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processes and methodologies for decision-making processes are inefficient and ineffective; 
there is a lack of knowledge and skills in the field of transport planning and regional devel-
opment; there is insufficient cooperation between entities vested with co-responsibility for 
regional mobility policies. at a city level, there is a growing understanding of what might 
constitute a more sustainable urban transport policy, but there are still serious barriers to 
implementing such policies. In particular, much can be done to improve the planning process 
at municipalities, policy formulation, the involvement of stakeholders, the effective use of 
information and skills and the appropriate application of finance.

Prioritization of measures is often chaotic at all levels and influenced by many aspects such 
as power and activities of individuals in committees and municipal councils, land ownership 
rights, financial claims, expected impact, available financial sources (eU funds), popula-
tion density, safety problems, congestion problems and many others. The majority of meas-
ures tend to be realized in pre-election periods. Development and modernization of transport 
infrastructure and services, and prioritization and implementation of individual measures 
should be based on cost–benefit analysis reflecting the results of strategic analyses, as well as 
on communication with relevant stakeholders and the public. Therefore achieving pre-project 
consultation will be a crucial challenge in the coming years in Slovakia. Ex post evaluations 
and assessment to verify results of projects after their implementation should also become a 
routine part of the planning process.

Environmental: The inhabitants of larger cities – as well as those villages with large tran-
sit transport – have the greatest exposure to excessive noise levels. Progress has been made 
since 1995, with complex noise monitoring being carried out in all district cities. authorities 
were also required to elaborate strategic noise maps for main roads, railways, airports and 
agglomerations, as well as to develop action plans for noise reduction. Further strict environ-
mental criteria have forced some Slovak cities such as banská bystrica, Žilina, bratislava, 
Košice and Prešov to ‘clean up’ their public transport fleet through the purchase of hybrid 
buses, trams, trolleybuses and natural gas buses.

all the larger cities also have air quality monitoring systems in city centres paid for by the 
state and operated by the Slovak Hydrometeorological Institute. The largest contribution to 
the pollution of air is that of the chemical industry, energetics and transport. The significant 
secondary source of air pollution in cities is secondary dustiness, the level of which depends 
on meteorological factors, earthwork, agricultural work and the character of the surface. 
Thanks to the legislative and technological measures in air protection, there is a marked 
decrease observed in the amount of the basic pollutants in recent times. The development of 
sustainable urban mobility also supported the use of using funds directly aimed at climate 
protection and energy efficiency from the Slovak Operational Programme ‘Transport’ within 
the frame of Priority axis 3 ‘Intermodal transport infrastructure’.

3.2 The latest development

before 2013, as a result of the emW campaigns and involvement of Slovak partners in euro-
pean projects, some municipalities, particularly those in the bigger cities (bratislava, Žilina, 
Košice, Prešov, banská bytrica), started to use sustainable mobility measures to improve 
their urban transport systems. However, still missing were the appropriate tools and method-
ologies. The introduction of the SUmP concept started with the help of several eU projects. 
The main aim of the projects was to embed mobility management and SUmPs into regional 
and municipal transport policies and bring mobility measures into practice. In these projects, 
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cities usually learnt from the experience of more advanced project partners from europe. 
Themes covered included how to improve public transport, cycling, parking, walking and the 
environment in their cities. Košice and Žilina were the first two Slovak cities to prepare their 
mobility action plans in 2013 and 2014, respectively. before 2013, the status of SUmPs with 
regard to city acceptance and awareness can be summarized as follows:

•	 bigger Slovak cities were informed about the SUmPs concept;

•	 cities declared a general interest in SUmPs;

•	 cities started to implement some ad hoc measures related to mobility management and 
mobility planning;

•	 There was not a systematic approach in this field at the national level;

•	 There was not an appropriate collaboration established between cities and relevant stake-
holders.

However, the understanding of the possible and actual effects of SUmPs on the real mobil-
ity situation in cities was still rather limited in Slovakia. This fact together with the lack of 
available funds proved to be the most crucial barrier in obstructing more progress in devel-
opments. another gap was a fragmentation of sources and carriers of progress. The carriers 
of progress, especially representatives of NgOs, cycling initiatives, academia, mobility and 
transport experts worked in individual ways. many times they did not know each other’s 
work. This lack of cooperation and knowledge of the right hand not knowing what the left 
hand was doing were also evident within the levels of local government.

In 2015 the ministry of Transport, construction and regional Development and the min-
istry of agriculture and rural Development of the Slovak republic with the help of Slovak 
experts and Jaspers prepared a methodology for SUmP development for regions and cities. 
based on the conventional elTIS Sustainable Urban mobility Plan process, it also added 
specific elements tailor-made for national conditions. Since only the cities of bratislava and 
Košice have populations of over 100,000 (a limit stated in eU guidelines for SUmPs), the 
guidelines were modified for Slovak conditions in order to also cover the smaller cities and 
towns.

The latest achievement has been the decision to assign a part of its eU cohesion funds for 
the development of SUmP documents and other mobility strategies as well as for the imple-
mentation of sustainable mobility measures based on them. This programme was launched 
at the end of 2015 and is co-financed by an Operational programme for implementation of 
european cohesion policy in the period 2014–2020. It is expected that the SUmPs concept 
will be implemented at several different levels – at regional level in the capital cities of the 
eight self-governing regions, in cities with over 50,000 inhabitants, but also in small munici-
palities. Five cities have already decided to follow the programme. most of the credit for this 
goes to the past or ongoing financial support from eU mobility projects (i.e. Iee programmes 
or South east europe Transnational cooperation Programme) and recently to the seven-year 
cohesion Programme funds which now seem to represent a basic backbone for the future 
development of SUmPs in Slovakia.

The eU-funded project aDVaNce (Iee project, http://eu-advance.eu/#1) further helped 
Slovak cities and experts to be better prepared for SUmPs. Through this project, there are 
now 18 experts trained as aDVaNce auditors to perform audits of mobility plans and plan-
ning practices in Slovak cities. also within national involvement in the eU eNDUraNce 
project (Iee project, http://www.epomm.eu/endurance/index.php), events such as national 
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meetings, workshops and trainings were organized to assist cities and regions with develop-
ing SUmPs. The main target groups of project activities were urban mobility profession-
als, cities and regional and national authorities. They gained new knowledge and insights 
into how to deliver an improved approach to transport planning. The eNDUraNce SUmP 
national network became a part of cIVINeT czech and Slovak republic providing an effi-
cient and lasting supporting structure for production of the SUmP documents.

4 caSe STUDy – rUŽOmberOK
ružomberok is a town in northern Slovakia with a population of around 30,000 (45,000 
including nearby villages). It is the capitol of the liptov sub-region stretching over an area 
of 1,970 km2. liptov is among the most popular touristic region of Slovakia, as it contains 
the territories of three national parks. ružomberok is famous as an industrial town. It is also 
an important transport junction lying on the 1st class roads e-50 and e-77. e50 is one of the 
roads with the highest traffic intensity in Slovakia (ružomberok – 29,233 cars/day in 2010). 
This transit road is also a part of the town’s overall road network. Traffic congestion on the 
main junctions continues to be a major problem in the town resulting in massive delays, 
increased fuel wastage and monetary losses. The resultant pollution is one of the biggest 
challenges facing the town (Fig. 2).

ružomberok started to develop its SUmP in September 2015 and the work will continue 
during the first half of 2016. The first step was independent validation of its urban mobility 
performance and sustainability by aDVaNce audit. The aim of the audit is to assess and 
improve the quality of the mobility planning and policy in the city, as well as to analyse, sys-
temize and improve the whole process of the development of the SUmP. These ‘process’ ele-
ments are analysed by the mission Fields; the implementation of measures and actions in the 
city is analysed by the action Fields. The process follows five steps as represented in Fig. 3.

Figure 2: location of ružomberok.
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a meeting between two certified auditors and the town representatives was organized. 
The auditors clearly explained their role as facilitators of the audit process and described the 
necessary capabilities and resources that were required to compose the aDVaNce working 
group. Special emphasis was put on the involvement of relevant stakeholders. The auditors 
collected context indicators, researched the relevant city documents and carried out a site 
visit to the city, which helped to determine the baseline situation of the city.

The working group as the main actor in the audit process was established. It was formed 
to discuss strengths and weaknesses of the urban mobility planning and to define ways for 
 further improvement. In ružomberok the working group was composed of 12 internal and 
external members. Its composition reflects the departments within the city and the relevant 
 stakeholders that are responsible for the functions covered by the mission and action fields. 
The working group includes people responsible for land use planning and for  transport 
 financing, strategic development, the public transport operator, infrastructure  responsible 
actors, representatives of the town’s biggest employers, university, cycling association, 
police, councillors for transport and mobility and NgO supporting sustainable development. 

Figure 3: aDVaNce audit scheme (Source: aDVaNce [3]).
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The vice mayor, as an important political actor, is also a member of the group to show the 
political commitment of applying the aDVaNce audit.

During the first meeting the auditors explained all the details of the audit process. Special 
attention was given to the role and expectations of all participants. after the meeting auditors 
distributed the aDVaNce questionnaire. The members of the working group completed the 
questionnaire individually. The aDVaNce questionnaire is the main instrument to perform 
the assessment covering the five mission Fields and the eight action Fields with 131 ques-
tions. all answers were collected, summarized and analysed by the auditor to prepare the 
consensus meeting. The scoring for the different mission and action fields by individuals in 
working group is presented using cobweb diagrams (Fig. 4).

The results are assessed on a scale from level 1 to 4. level 4 indicates the highest level of 
performance or implementation and level 1 the lowest. During the second meeting in plenary 
discussions a consensus on the score of answers was sought for every mission and action field.

Figure 4: results of survey (Source: [4]).
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according to aDVaNce audit methodology, ružomberok’s total average score of 39.5% 
ranks it among ‘starting cities’. For starting cities the aDVaNce audit provides a first 
moment of consideration and reflection on sustainable urban mobility planning with assis-
tance from a certified auditor. all information gathered during consensus meetings helped the 
city to prepare the priority list of possible improvements/actions and plan further analyses. 
The aDVaNce audit will result in an action plan that will form the basis for the full devel-
opment of a SUmP.

5 cONclUSIONS
The need for more sustainable and integrative urban planning processes has been widely 
recognized across europe, especially so in central and east european member states. at the 
european level, Sustainable Urban mobility Plans have gained increased recognition and 
importance in recent years. On the basis of the knowledge consolidation in the context of 
the elTIS plus project, guidelines on ‘Developing and Implementing a Sustainable Urban 
mobility Plan’ were published in 2011. many member states including Slovakia have pre-
pared their national guidelines or methodologies considering specific country conditions. 
In Slovakia the new planning culture, with the help of european aDVaNce and eNDUr-
aNce projects, has been introduced supporting a holistic approach moving away from engi-
neering-based and infrastructure-based approaches to an approach integrating all relevant 
sectors, disciplines and decision-making levels. This can be considered a major success and 
will be instrumental in ensuring SUmPs are effectively developed and successfully imple-
mented. The aDVaNce audit has proved to be an effective and low-cost tool that analyses 
the strengths and weaknesses in the current sustainable mobility planning of Slovak cities. 
However, the benefits and added value of SUmPs including cost and benefits need to be 
continually communicated especially to politicians, decision-makers and urban mobility 
stakeholders to encourage their preparation and implementation. The Slovak National SUmP 
network will deliver training in different formats consisting of combinations of awareness 
raising, technical training and exchange of expe-
rience, targeted at representatives of authorities 
who are to be involved in the preparation of Sus-
tainable Urban mobility Plans.
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