
The campaign is of national impor-

tance, and contributions to the costs 

are being made from these national 

bodies, but GAME also needs to 

raise money locally to support this 

work. Professor Goodwin's analysis 

could throw the whole scheme into 

doubt and make it impossible for it 

to be approved. 

 

Please come to this important 

meeting and publicise it widely. 

 

If you can't come, please consider 

sending a donation and ideas for  

fundraising to GAME, c/o 1 George 

Bailey Court, Salt Ave, Stafford, 

ST17 4SS (make cheques payable to 

Group Against Motorway Expan-

sion) 

Do you want to stop the widening of 

the M6 through Staffordshire and 

Cheshire?   

Then come to the major meeting on 

13 February and prepare for the 

crucial next stage of the campaign to 

stop the government’s plans. The 

meeting will be in  

Room S215                               The 

Mellor Building,  College Road, 

near Stoke railway       station,  

starting at 7.30 p.m. 

Speakers will be Rebecca Lush 

(Transport 2000) and Julie White 

(No widening M1 campaign), and 

the meeting will be chaired by Pro-

fessor Andrew Dobson, Keele  

University School of Politics. 

The meeting will focus on fundrais-

ing, building networks of support 

and awareness raising.  It will be a 

chance to be updated on the cam-

paign, consider the next steps, hear 

what has been successful in other 

campaigns, and ask questions. 

 

The Department for Transport has 

agreed to GAME’s requests for 

access to the Business Case for the 

widening currently being prepared 

by the Highways Agency, which 

should be completed in February. 

 

National environmental and trans-

port groups have gained the agree-

ment of Professor Phil Goodwin, a 

leading transport consultant, to ex-

amine this case ahead of the Gov-

ernment's decision on whether to 

approve the scheme or not.  

Come and stop M6 widening!  
Public Meeting, 13 February, Staffordshire University 
(Stoke campus) 

We can do it 

GAME has already mobilised opin-

ion on a large scale.  Last year 

17,000 postcards protesting against 

M6 expansion were distributed  in 

Staffordshire and Cheshire, many of 

them at stalls in Stafford, Newcastle 

and Sandbach , as well as during the 

Climate Chaos demonstration in 

London.   Thousands of the post-

cards have been sent to Douglas 

Alexander, Minister for Transport, 

including  over 900 sent directly as a 

result of campaigning at the Stafford 

stall, over 300 from the Newcastle 

stall, and over 200 from the Sand-

bach stall. 

Group Against Motorway Expansion 
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The Way Ahead 

Say no to motorway 
expansion 

• We stopped plans for 

a tolled expressway 

parallel to the M6 

between       Cannock 

and  Knutsford 

• Now the government 

wants to widen the 

M6    instead 

• We are part of a wide 

network of individu-

als, groups and com-

munities campaign-

ing to stop motorway 

madness 

Inside this issue: 

Government policy 2 

Eddington Report 3 

Coach network 3 

Letters to the press 4 

On radio and video 5 

Local MP asks the 
questions 

5 

Contact us 6 

Timetable 5 

The road to nowhere 



 

The Way Ahead:  An alternative to M6 widening 

 

In October 2006 GAME produced its  report ‘The Way Ahead: An alternative to M6 widening’.   

This report has been sent to the Department for Transport, the Highways Agency, local authori-

ties and many other bodies, and has been acclaimed nationally by transport campaigners.  

Copies of the full report can be obtained from http://www.freewebs.com/nom6e/  

or contact Robert Hine: roberthine@btinternet.com   
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‘The government has 

given up on tackling 

traffic growth and 

resultant emissions 

in CO2’ 

‘There is no doubt public transport 

could be improved’ 

money. 
 

The Business CaseThe Business CaseThe Business CaseThe Business Case  

The Highways Agency is 'working 

up' the Business Case for the M6 

widening, for ministers to make a 

decision on whether to approve 

the scheme and put it into the TPI 

roads programme.  The scheme is 

NOT yet approved and does not 

have funding awarded.   It is still 

possible to stop this road. 

 

The HA would like us all to be 

quiet, allow the scheme to be en-

tered into the programme, and 

then afterwards they would pre-

tend to 'consult' us when the real 

decision has already been 

made.  Fat chance! 

 

We have successfully demanded 

the right to be consulted on this 

vital Business Case (which will be 

the most complete justification for 

the scheme so far).  We have got 

the agreement of the country's 

most respected transport consult-

ant to examine the HA case for 

widening (see p1 column 3).  His 

report will help ministers make 

their decision.  

the single largest road contract 

ever, weighing at a staggering 

£2.9 billion.  This is over £56m 

per mile for the 51-mile stretch.  

Experience with the M25 showed 

that if you spend billions of 

pounds on an extra lane it fills 

back up, creating a wider traffic 

jam and more CO2. 

 

There is another way, and GAME 

is a great example of a superb 

campaign group that is coming up 

with positive solutions.  There are 

many ways that we could reduce 

travel demand, and all would cost 

a lot less than M6 widening.  

 

Most journeys are under 3 miles, 

where walking or cycling could be 

an option.  For longer journeys 

there is no doubt public transport 

could be improved.  Road freight 

contributes over a third of road 

transport emissions.  As we move 

towards a low carbon economy it 

is vital that local and regional 

economies are boosted, rather than 

relying on foreign imports.  

 

Top all this with school buses, 

employer subsidised buses and 

bicycles, support for local services 

to prevent unnecessary trips, tax 

cuts for those who 'go green' and 

we could stand a fighting chance 

of tackling climate change - and 

not blowing £2.9b of taxpayers’ 

200 new road schemes 200 new road schemes 200 new road schemes 200 new road schemes     

The government has abandoned  

pledges to tackle traffic growth 

and its contribution to climate 

change.  Since 2000 it has built a 

massive roadbuilding programme, 

following a 'predict and provide' 

pattern with road transport.  Road 

traffic is predicted to increase by 

40% between 2000 and 2025, 

whilst road transport CO2 emis-

sions will rise too. 

Since 2000 the government has 

approved over 200 schemes, total-

ling £12b of taxpayers’ money, 

which helps to fuel this traffic 

growth.  The government has 

given up on tackling traffic growth 

and resultant increases in CO2.  As 

road transport contributes 21 per 

cent of UK CO2 emissions, reduc-

ing it is critical in the battle over 

climate change. 

 

It is not too dramatic to say that 

ours is the last generation that can 

stop climate change making our 

planet uninhabitable for hu-

mans.  If we act quickly we could 

have a chance.   

M6 widening could not be a 

clearer example of the government 

going in the opposite direction.  It 

is the very definition of unsustain-

able development.  

M6 widening, if approved, will be 

Stop government traffic surrender 
Rebecca Lush FRSA, Roads and Climate Campaigner, Transport 2000,  
puts M6 widening in the national context 



Last year's Eddington Report on 

the effects of transport on the 

economy leaves the rationale for 

the government’s road building 

programme in tatters. There can 

now be no business case for wid-

ening the M6, for instance. The 

government’s plan to widen relies 

heavily on selected 

recommendations from the 

“MidMan Report”, published in 

2002, but now as out of date as 

anything published in the last 

century. Now the increasing sever-

ity of climate change and its po-

tentially disastrous consequences 

are clear. We need a transport 

policy that is in line with the Envi-

ronment Audit Committee report 

on Reducing Carbon Emissions 

From Transport (July 2006) and 

the Stern report on the economic 

consequences of ignoring climate 

change (November 2006). As 

Eddington says: ‘a national road 

pricing scheme … could reduce 

the economic case for additional 

strategic road infrastructure by 

some 80 per cent’.  

 

Andrew Dobson, Professor of 

Politics, Keele. 

Government road policy in tatters 

The coach way ahead 

we need policies to reduce this 

demand for transportation.  Then 

we would not need more roads. 

 

This is the long term strategy 

('Localisation') put forward in our 

latest document, 'The Way Ahead'. 

Numerous short term measures 

were also advocated (many traffic 

management techniques, along 

with a far greater emphasis on big 

improvements to public transport 

systems). 

 

Whilst this paper deals well with 

current and long term (30/50 years 

and onwards) traffic levels, it is 

becoming  obvious that the very 

large increase in the amount of 

traffic that will be caused by the 

many recent developments may 

lead to congestion in excess of the 

capacity of present roads. 

 

The ‘Way Ahead’ does not cater 

fully for this 'medium term' con-

gestion. We need an interim meas-

ure to prevent this increase in 

traffic. One possible solution 

comes from George Monbiot's 

adaptation of Dr. Alan Storkey's 

paper 'A motorway-based national 

coach system'. 

 

This is an excellent plan for re-

lieving traffic congestion in the 

south-east.  George Monbiot 

(‘Here's the plan’, 31 October 

2006) takes it further by suggest-

ing its application nationwide.    

In a new national coach network, 

city centre coach stations are shut 

down and moved to motorway 

junctions. Urban public transport 

networks are extended to meet 

them.  The coaches travel on dedi-

cated lanes and never leave the 

motorways. 

Journeys by public transport be-

come as fast as journeys by car, 

while saving 90% of emissions. It 

is self-financing, through the sale 

of the land now used for coach 

stations. Timescale: commences in 

2008, 

completed by 2020.  

 

View this article and follow-up 

(Guardian, 5 Dec 2006) at 

www.monbiot.com, which has a 

link to Dr Storkey's original. Inter-

ested people without email can 

phone me on 01785 214894. 

 

With adaptation, this concept 

would be a very realistic addition 

to the ‘Way Ahead’, provided the 

measures are enacted in their en-

tirety as soon as possible.  How-

ever, if planning measures aimed 

at reducing society's transportation 

needs are not introduced, then the 

result will 

merely be a short term relief lead-

ing to an even more massive 

problem in years to come. 

 
Comments and debate, please!  

nom6widenng@googlemail.com 
 

John Gale 

When GAME started in 2004 our 

aim was to stop further expansion 

of the UK road network, focusing 

on proposed expansion of the M6.  

It was not yet clear how this aim 

was to be achieved. We stumbled 

forward, gradually evolving a 

course of action. 

 

In November 2005 Roads Minister 

Stephen Ladyman came to Staf-

ford to tell us 'there is no third 

way'. So we wrote a 'Third Way'. 

The evolution from just saying 

'NO' into putting forward positive 

alternatives had begun! 

 

During the putting together of the 

‘Third Way’, it became obvious 

that the only way to remove the 

need for yet more road expansion 

would have to be by the reduction 

of the amount of traffic on the 

roads.  But how?  

 

The government limits itself to the 

'carrot and stick' approach ('plus' 

or 'minus' taxes) to reducing the 

number of journeys undertaken.  

When combined with new traffic 

management techniques and minor 

(but costly) 'improvements' to the 

public transport system all that 

will be needed is an extra lane 

north and one south (for 56 miles 

of the M6).  FOR A MERE £3 

BILLION!  Pull the other one! 

Instead of trying to mitigate the 

effects of planning policies that 

encourage the siting of develop-

ments necessitating excessive 

movement of goods and humans 
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M6 widening  = more carbon emissions 

‘An excellent plan for 

reducing traffic 

congestion’ 

‘A motorway based national 
coach system’ 



… Newcastle Borough Council has 

unanimously approved a new state-

ment about the proposed widening of 

the M6.  It says that we want a delay in 

the decision... First, there should be an 

update to the Midman study about 

transport between the West Midlands 

and Manchester. The former study 

was wide ranging, and included much 

about public transport and change of 

behaviour, which (apart from the up-

grade of the West Coast Mainline) has 

not been implemented. Second, the 

implications of the Stern report should 

be worked out before a business case 

about the M6 is considered. The Stern 

report made it clear that reducing 

emissions made sense, not only envi-

ronmentally, but also for business and 

the economy…  We are still not satis-

fied that the people of this borough are 

being properly consulted on this mat-

ter... Unless the matter is rethought, we 

shall not get the best solution for the 

30 years and have always greatly 

enjoyed the area and the beauties the 

countryside offers...  Any further road 

building, as in the case of motorway 

widening, would only offer a tempo-

rary solution to the country's traffic 

I am writing to express my grave 

concerns regarding the Highways 

Agency proposals to widen the 

current M6 motorway... I have 

lived in Madeley Heath, on the 

Staffs/ Cheshire border, for nearly 

problems.  Within a few short years, at 

the current rate of unchecked traffic 

growth, we would be back to square 

one. And what then? ... Vast tracts of 

countryside would have been lost 

forever ...  

Letters to the press   
GAME, and other individuals and groups, have had dozens of letters published in the press.  

Our countryside will go  

Newcastle Borough Council:  we’re united over M6 delay  
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Write your own letter! 
 

Cannock Post 

mike_lockley@mrn.co.uk 

Congleton Guardian 

congleton@guardiangrp.co.uk 

Crewe Chronicle 

crewe.news@cheshirenews.co.uk 

Crewe Guardian 

crewe@guardiangrp.co.uk  

Express and Star 

newsdesk@expressandstar.co.uk 

Knutsford Guardian,  

knutsford@guardiangrp.co.uk   

Middlewich Guardian 

middlewich@guardiangrp.co.uk  

Sandbach and Congleton 

Chronicle 

mail@chronicleseries.com  

Sentinel 

newsdesk@thesentinel.co.uk 

Stafford Post 

lynn_grainger@mrn.co.uk 

Staffordshire Newsletter 

Muddled on climate change  

In Friday's Sentinel you had two 

pieces showing the lack of joined up 

thinking in this government.  Tony 

Blair warns Europe on climate change 

and the Highways Agency proposes to 

widen the M6.  It is well known that 

road building attracts more traffic onto 

the roads and so leads to more carbon 

dioxide emissions - just when we ... 

need to cut them….   At three billion 

pounds, the widening scheme is an 

expensive non-solution. There would 

be years of disruption during construc-

tion, then more and more vehicles 

using the motorway and worse and 

worse chaos on local roads every time 

an accident closes one carriageway…. 

I believe Eddie Stobart has begun a 

move from road to rail haulage.  So 

why not encourage this with invest-

ment in greener forms of transport, 

instead of wasting our money on tink-

ering with the motorway?  

Economics for the future 

… We may have to have a job to earn 

money for bed and board, but does a 

job really have to involve travelling 20 

miles or more to and from work?   

Does our food really have to be grown 

hundreds (or even thousands) of miles 

away?   Do other goods and services 

really have to travel so many miles?  

Shouldn’t we try to provide work 

places and production of goods, ser-

vices and amenities locally?   Instead 

of causing the closure of local ameni-

ties (schools, shops, post offices, hos-

pitals, doctors’ surgeries, etc) we have 

to start using them and demanding 

improvements both to them and all 

forms of public transport.  The ‘in’ 

words should not be globalisation and 

rationalisation but localisation and 

decentralisation. 

M6 health hazards 

health want to make more people 

suffer?   .... Michelle and Ken are also 

anxious about car fumes ... (which) 

have been linked to some of the great 

killers of our time, including lung 

disease and cancer...    Do ministers 

want to create more toxic fumes for 

the people of Staffordshire and 

Cheshire to inhale? 

The comments of your four 

correspondents sum up the opinions of 

the thousands who oppose M6 

expansion....  One issue was health.   

How can anyone ignore the agony of 

Michelle Partington and Ken Barlow 

whose lives are made a misery by M6 

noise?  ....  How can a government 

committed to improving the nation’s 

Ms Simmons mentions the increase in 

greenhouse gas emissions ...   This will 

contribute to global warming and 

problems such as skin cancer and 

premature deaths from extreme 

weather events like the European heat 

wave of 2003.   Health-threatening M6 

expansion is being imposed on an 

unwilling public.   

Councillor Nigel Jones Newcastle Borough Council                Sentinel 

Mike Ryder, Madeley                                                                                                                           Sentinel 

R.. Eagle, Madeley                                                                                                                              Sentinel 

John Gale, Stafford          Staffordshire Newsletter  

Sustainability Matters in Stafford Borough, Green Party, GAME, 

Stafford Area MakePovertyHistory Group, Action at Home in Stafford       Staffordshire Newsletter  

Who has a stake in M6 plans? 

… All (of us) have been refused entry 

to the M6 seminars.   We urge the 

people of Staffordshire, Cheshire and 

beyond to demand that the govern-
ment should take the views of all M6 

stakeholders seriously 

Roger Oldfield            Stafford Post  



Local people appeared recently 

on BBC Radio 4's popular ‘You 

and Yours’ programme.  Residents 

and farmers living alongside the 

motorway were asked if they 

would like to comment on how 

they would be affected by the 

government's proposals to widen 

the M6 motorway.  

 

The programme was aired on 25th 

October and featured Peter Bower 

a dairy farmer from Stone con-

cerned that taking even more of 

his land would cripple his busi-

ness.  

 

John Howles of the haulage indus-

try talked about how we want 

summer crops in winter, and how 

this has to be delivered!   

 

Nick Curwen from the Highways 

Authority said that they would be 

comparing the environmental and 

financial costs to the need for 

widening.  

The programme's reporter was 

appalled by the noise and pollu-

tion alongside the motorway.  

 

Andy Dobson a professor from 

Keele asserted that widened roads 

simply fill up and alternative solu-

tions could be taken. Newcastle 

Borough council produced a state-

ment before Christmas about their 

stance on the proposals which are 

estimated to cost a minimum of 

£3.9 billion. 

ment’s reassurances that we don’t 

need to do anything now as we 

will be fully consulted in Autumn 

2007 (after the decision has al-

ready been made to confirm the 

scheme).  However, true to his 

word, he asked a series of more 

detailed questions in December, 

suggested by members of GAME 

after a visit to his surgery.  As 

well as keeping the matter on the 

public agenda and helping minis-

ters and civil servants to realise 

that informed campaigners were 

watching what they were up to, we 

also learnt that the current ap-

David Kidney, Stafford’s MP, has 

always been concerned about the 

costs and environmental impacts 

of any expansion of the M6, and 

has ‘always favoured more modest 

measures’.  He has  made it clear 

to constituents that he wishes to 

ensure the fullest possible consul-

tation, and that he will assist those 

of us who wish to put forward 

alternatives to the government’s 

plans.  Following a Parliamentary 

Question he asked in October 

about the consultation process, 

some of us were concerned that he 

had been taken in by the Govern-

praisal will include a considera-

tion of the impacts of widening on 

carbon emissions.  And we were 

provided with a list of the public 

transport improvements recom-

mended in the MidMan multi-

modal study which had been car-

ried out (or not). The questions 

and answers can be found in Han-

sard 

http://www.publications.parliamen

t.uk/pa/cm/cmhn0612.htm  

 

Alison Crane 

M6 campaign on Radio 4 

Local MP challenges government 

Watch the video and stop M6 widening  
Stafford College students have produced a video  

about some of the issues regarding M6 widening 

 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TLTEWDZt_Ts  
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Motorway building destroys farmland, 

woodland and biodiversity 

Use your creativity  

and/or media skills  

to help the campaign! 

See contacts page 6 

Our motorway expansion affects the 

whole world 

The timetable for decision-making 

July 06  Expressway concept 
dropped. Widening becomes a 

“planned scheme” 

 

Aug 06 - Feb 07 Business case  
prepared by Highways Agency 

looking at costs, economic, & 

traffic consequences.  

 

Feb 07  Business case submitted 
to Dept for Transport and if ac-

cepted becomes “confirmed 

scheme” - ie decision made - be-

comes part of  Targeted Pro-

gramme of Improvements (TPI)  

 

Feb 07 - Nov (?) 07  Option de-
velopment  

 

Nov 07  Public consultation on 
design details  

 

2008  “Preferred scheme” an-
nounced  

2008/9  Environmental Statement  

2009/10  Draft Orders 
(Compulsory Purchase etc)  

Public Inquiry  

 

So now is the crucial time. Al-
though it can be dropped at any 

time before the bulldozers move 

in, any decisions after M6 widen-

ing enters the TPI are just on the 

detail.  
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Contacts:  
  

John Gale 01785 214894 

nom6widening@googlemail.com 
 

Google list 

http://groups.google.co.uk/group/n

om6e/topics 

GAME is a coalition of people drawn from communities in Staffordshire, Cheshire and 

beyond who are concerned by plans to increase the capacity of the M6.  The group was 

formed in 2004 to fight the original proposals.  In January 2006, dismayed that people 

were not being given any alternative apart from increasing road capacity, we published 

our own proposals, entitled ‘A Third Option for the M6 Corridor Between Birmingham 

and the Northwest’.  In October 2006 we produced ‘The Way Ahead’ (see page 2).   

 

Although we are glad the government has decided that the Expressway is not acceptable 

and is no longer pursuing this option, we remain opposed to the widening option as well.  

GAME seeks to present realistic and viable alternatives, and not simply to oppose all and 

any new roadbuilding schemes. We are not NIMBYs, but people who feel that traditional 

approaches to solving traffic problems are now redundant and damaging – and our views 

are backed up by the failure of schemes such as the Newbury Bypass either to resolve con-

gestion or to reduce accidents. In particular, the reality of accelerating global warming 

must cause everyone to rethink conventional attitudes to economic development.  

Group Against Motorway Expansion 

Get 
involved 

A website is under development but more help is needed.  
Please offer if you can. 

 Meanwhile, you can download ‘The Way Ahead’ from 
 www.freewebs.com/nom6e  

GAME is supported byGAME is supported byGAME is supported byGAME is supported by    

 This campaign depends on all of us staying in touch, working together and sharing whatever we have to offer,   

 whether  it is ideas, money or practical skills. Please take a few moments to complete and return this questionnaire so   

             that we can make the most of our resources.   Please tick whatever applies: 

□ I would like to keep in touch – please add me to the email list 

□ I would like to make a donation – I enclose a cheque for £ ……. (payable to Group Against Motorway Expansion) 

□ I will be coming to the public meeting on February 13th 

□ Please send information to the following, who is interested in the campaign: 

 

  name ………………………….. address ……………………………………………………….. 

□ I can help the campaign in the following ways: 

 ………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

□ I have the following ideas for fundraising: 

 …………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

 

 Name ………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 

 Address …………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

 

 Telephone ………………………………………… email …………………………………………… 

 

 Please return to GAME, c/o 1 George Bailey Court, Salt Ave, Stafford, ST17 4SS or email nom6widening@googlemail.com  

Printed on 100% recycled paper 
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