· The Government has accepted growth figures from the airline industry without independent verification, thus allowing the airline industry to empire-build at the expense of other modes of transport and the environment.

· The Government should examine air travel as part of an integrated transport and housing study. Examining one mode of transport in isolation will lead to unanticipated and unmanageable problems in the future.

· Luton Airport could lean on the regional air study as tacit acceptance of expansion and the swelling of the town coffers. The airport is owned by the town, which is the main planning authority and also receives income for every plane that lands there.

· Where are all these planes going to go once they have taken off from the runways? The studies fail to take into account current congested airspace. Any expansion of airspace is bound to blight more areas of the countryside with noise and fuel pollution, and further burden an already overworked and inadequate air traffic control system.

· Shouldn’t the Government be encouraging people to visit areas of Britain – by rail – to bolster our own tourist industry at lower environmental cost? It is said that most of the future demand for flights will come from leisure travellers taking short breaks to Europe. 
· There is not enough detail on the likely environmental effects of physical expansion of airports, new airports, or expansion of airspace.
· The Government is looking to increase its tax revenue from the public while subsidising an increase in pollution. Airline passengers are taxed, but there is no tax on dangerously polluting airline fuel. 

· The consultation process should have been set up as a national, not a regional exercise. We have been encouraged to read and respond to the study for the southeast and east of England, yet airspace not far above our heads is used by planes from the Midlands, and would undoubtedly be used by the proposed new airport near Rugby, for example.

· Independent evidence suggests that new transport infrastructure plays only a limited role in regional regeneration. There is no concrete evidence contained in the report that regional economies will suffer if aviation growth is sensibly controlled to take account of its environmental impact. 

The Government claims that, “Doing nothing is not an option.” But isn’t doing something, based on inaccurate and incomplete information, even more foolhardy?

