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Abstract; By introducing the London Congestion Charging Scheme, this study evaluates the operational
effects of congestion charging strategies based on various series of research reports from the viewpoints of
traffic volume, congestion level, travel behavior and social impacts. According to the latest report of Mayor’
s Transport Strategy, the latest development of congestion charging operation in London was introduced.

Based on the experience of London, this study analyzes the feasibility of applying traffic congestion charging
policies in Beijing now from the viewpoints of public attitude, alternative travel mode system and technology
and so on. It is concluded that it is still premature to apply the congestion charging strategies {n Beijing at
present, though the applications of the congestion charging strategies could control the traffic flow volumes.
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Fig.1 The central London congestion charging zone
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Table 1 Mode shares of peple entering central London

R me SERR RR O x omr hwE sEE omer enE A
2002 22.94% 19.29% 35.58% 8.24% 0.94% 9.83% 0.66% 1.40% 1.12% 100%
2003 25.75% 18.56% 32.94% 10.11% 0.97% 8.36% 0.68% 1.55% 1.17% 100%
2004 24.54% 18.79% 32.98% 11.12% 0.86% 8.25% 0.67% 1.53% 1.34% 100%
2005 25.05% 18.90% 32.51% 10.87% 0.85% 7.94% 0.76% 1.51% 1.61% 100%
2006 24.52% 19.19% 34.30% 10.50% 0.72% 7.06% 0.63% 1.36% 1.63% 100%
2007 23.65% 20.11% 35.16% 10.01% 0.80% 6.64% 0.53% 1.33% 1.68% 100%
2008 23.51% 19.91% 35.53% 10.00% 0.96% 6.14% 0.61% 1.32% 2.02% 100%
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