
The Widening of the M6 motorway.

Now that threat of the Expressway has passed  I believe that this threat was merely a Machiavellian 
ploy designed to lull the public into accepting the “mere” widening. Personal contact with  both 
“the public” and the media seems to indicate that it has been frighteningly  successful. 
 
Currently, the Highways Agency are collecting data to support the widening so that in the 
lateautumn they will be able to present the Roads Minister with “the business case for widening”- 
an economic argument that will (no doubt!) tell the minister that the widening is absolutely essential 
because of all the motorway delays, hold-ups, traffic backlogs, road repairs,  etc. caused by the 
weight of traffic. 
 
' The economic prosperity of this country must not be perceived to be endangered.' !!!  

 
Unfortunately the government only gives the environment rhetorical value. It would seem that it is  
not a realistic idea for the U.K. to attempt to lead the way in the struggle to lessen the severity of  
impact of climate change by attempting to alter the direction of economic development (as opposed 
to spouting “sustainable” rhetoric and occasionally enacting punitive “green” taxes). Surely, it is 
unrealistic to expect either the U.S.A.(whose government is totally beholden to the CO² producing 
corporations) or any of the Third World countries (such China or India – both whose major concern 
is to satisfy burgeoning populations, and looking west they perceive economic development to be 
the answer to their problems) to make a serious attempt to reduce their CO² output. Any efforts at 
directing the Third World nations to reduce the CO² output is naturally seen as attempts by the 
western economies to make the cheaper third world products less competive in the global market.  
 
Wouldn't it be a more realistic proposition for the U.K.(the worlds 5th richest economy, we are told) 
to lead the way.  What better place to start the drawback of industrial development madness than by 
NOT  “improving” the U.K.'s road system (at the time of writing the government has over 200 
schemes costing over £12 billion – and that's not including M6 widening and its estimated cost of 
£3 billion  - very nearly £58million/mile - eventually £1000/inch !). 
 
Despite the imminent threat of climate change, the U.K. government appears to be planning for 
continued expansion; and it nearly always involves the type of “sustainable” (an excellent example 
of meaningless government 'Newspeak' ) developments that increases the necessity for people and 
goods to travel – meaning of course more traffic and more congestion.  
 
The usual government response of “improving” the road network is no longer seen to be the correct 
answer; witness the U.K.'s mounting traffic congestion problems and envisage the congestion 
caused by the extra traffic going to and coming from the expanded M6.  
 
GAME's response is to recommend the immediate implementation of both short term and long term 
measures  that do NOT involve any more road building.(The first rule for getting out of a self dug 
hole is to stop digging it deeper NOW). The short term measures are designed to ease our current 
traffic flow problems, mainly by incorporating better traffic management techniques and 
improvement of rail transport systems ; whilst the  longer term measures are designed to reduce the 
amount of taffic by reducing the amount of travelling required by goods and people – primarily by 
the introduction of planning regulations designed to promote “Localisation” - the production and 
utilisation of local food, goods, amenities, amenities, etc.. 
 



It is essential that additional short term relief is also given by the immediate wholesale 
implementation of numerous improved traffic management techniques, designed primarily to ease 
traffic flow. 
 If instead of attempting to ameliorate the effect of planning policies that encourage the 
siteing of developments that necessitate excessive movement of goods and humans; this country 
were to adopt planning policies that reduced this demand for transportation, we would not need 
more roads. It is essential that the siteing of all future developments is dependent upon reducing the 
required carbon emittance of the users.  

Unfortunately,  many of the developments that took place in recent decades have 'high 
transportation demands', and therefore a  short/medium term reduction in the massive number of 
cars that contribute towards congestion is necessary. This could be achieved by the temporary (?)  
introduction of a motorway-based National Coach Network similar to the one advocated by Storkey 
and Monbiot ( http://www.monbiot.com/archives/2006/12/05/life-coaching/#more-1034 ) 
 
The government should also be giving serious consideration to moving away from a fossil fuel 
based economy towards David Flemings 'Lean Economy' - 

 http://www.theleaneconomyconnection.net/index.html   

 - a strategy that in itself requires less transportation and traffic. 

 the British government needs to introduce T.E.Qs. (Tradable Energy Quotas [a.k.a. D.T.Q. - 
Domestic Tradable Quotas] - http://www.teqs.net/). TEQs is a system to enable nations to reduce 
their emissions along with their use of fossil fuels, and to ensure fair access to all. 
 

GAME suggest that the these options give an acceptable solution that is greatly superior to the 
ridiculously costly and short-sightedly regressive widening of the M6 motorway - provided the 
measures are enacted in their entirety as soon as possible. Unless planning measures with the aim of 
reducing society's transportation needs are introduced, then the result will merely be a short term 
relief leading to an even more massive problem in years to come when the more severe effects of 
Climate Change will be combined with the difficulties caused by fuel shortages. 
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