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How to foster public support fo
battery-electric vehicles mileage
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Key Insights

- The transformation towards battery-electric vehicles (BEVs) challenges current fuel tax revenue and funding
for public road infrastructure in Switzerland. Mileage-based taxation is a potential solution.

- Arepresentative survey of Swiss residents reveals that BEV mileage taxes are most accepted when they are
linked to vehicle weight and power. However, public support remains fragile: as BEV adoption increases,
growing resistance among BEV owners could reduce overall acceptance.

- GPS-based mileage tracking raises significant privacy concerns. Limiting data collection to total distance driven
IS key to maintaining public trust and acceptance.

Recommended Action

Establish an equitable policy framework of weight- and power-based mileage taxes and use privacy-preserving

measurement methods.

Policy support for different policy designs
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Privacy concerns for GPS distance measurement

It invades my privacy if a GPS device in my car transmits the kilometres driven
to the road traffic office
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