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6 MAKING AUTOUS AND SHARED MOBILITHAPEN 

AMONG ACTORS 

 

AND SELF-DRVIVING TECHNOLOGY 



RESEARCH QUESTION 

  

 What participatory tools can we therefore provide in an 
attempt to drive consensus between the often conflicting 
demands of stakeholders on the issues of the debate as well as 
on the pathways of implementation of autonomous or shared 
autonomous vehicles in their complex and uncertain landscape? 

 



LITERATURE MOBILISED 

 Arrow, K. (1961), Social Choice and Individual Values, John Wiley 
and Sons, New York, pp. 1 – 136  

Dijk, M. (2010), Innovation in Car Mobility – Co-evolution of Demand 
and Supply under Sustainability Pressures, Doctoral Thesis, Maastricht 
University  

GRALE (2012), Editions Le Moniteur Droit et gestion des collectivités 
territoriales – Transports et politiques locales de déplacement  

International Transport Forum (ITF), Urban Mobility at the Crossroads: 
social megatrends, tech options, policy choices, José Viegas, 
Secretary-General, ITF, Joint Seminar “Transport for a Changing 
World”, Seoul, March 2014  

O’Connor, M., Frame, B. (2011), Integrating valuation and 
deliberation: the purposes of sustainability assessment, Environmental 
Science & Policy, 14 (1), pp. 1 – 10 



SATORY AREA 



THE SCENARIOS 

MEETING POINT 3 

MEETING POINT  2 
MEETING POINT 1 

Parking 

AUTONOMOUS MODE ON THE TRACK 

MEETING ZONE 

TWO-WAY CARSHARING MODE 

OUTSIDE THE TRACK 

St-Cyr L’Ecole 



THE B4U TOOL – A TOP-DOWN 
APPROACH 
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THE KER-DST TOOL – A BOTTOM-UP 
APPROACH 



CONCLUSIONS 

 B4U Tool fairly robust on Process and Propagation top-goals, 
needs to be improved in order to address People, Planet and 
Profit top-goals for a mobility project 

 

 KER-DST adapted to a multi-stakeholder multi-criteria 
deliberation problem of territorial mobility 

 

 M4U – a tool combining B4U and KER-DST features has been 
designed to include five top-goals – People, Planet, Profit, 
Governance, Transport and 22 sub-goals. 
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