
What should run on this?   Council fails test.
If you don't want the tracks ripped up between Luton and Dunstable

for a Translink guided busway, it's your last chance to object.
Please write by 9 February to:  Dept of Transport, TWA Orders Unit, Zone 3/11,

Great Minster House, 76 Marsham St, London SW1P 4DR.
You may want to say you'd prefer a railway.  Here are some facts to help you:

1)  The Advertising Standards Authority ruled that Luton Council's claim that Translink would prevent a rise in local traffic was misleading, and told them not to repeat it.  Two government reports said Translink would get no one out of their cars.  One described Luton's figures as "implausible".  Shouldn't £90m be spent on public transport which would reduce congestion and pollution by offering a realistic alternative? 

2)  Half the cost of Translink would be a loan, repaid by council tax payers over 20 years or so.

3)  Transport is a regional problem - Translink would not serve the vast numbers who have no choice but to drive in and out of the area, clogging up local roads.  Extending the Luton-Dunstable railway to the West Coast Mainline, connecting us to Leighton Buzzard, Milton Keynes, Watford, Hemel Hempstead, and many other towns, would offer a real choice and make a real difference to local congestion. 

4)  Translink would cause major disruption for years - 10 bridges demolished, 8 rebuilt, preventing  

rail ever reopening.  When Hatters Way was built, it cost over £3m to realign bridges and track.

5)  Translink might open by 2010 - by then traffic would be worse.  A railway could be running by 2006.

6)  Repeated surveys show people don't want Translink - it would be no use to most people in either Luton or Dunstable.  Most people in Luton heading west would still have to change in Luton town centre.

7)  The main reason £78m has been set aside is that although the unpopular plan to build 43,000 homes north of Luton could NOT be served by Translink, it's the only public transport scheme on offer.

8)  Translink would mean some bus services would get worse, including services to the hospital.  Reopening the railway would mean shorter, more reliable bus services meeting trains.

9)  Translink would be far more environmentally destructive, needing a maintenance track, and many protective measures to stop people driving on to it.  It is unproven technology - we'd be guinea pigs.

10)  Rail is far cheaper to introduce, and faster - steam trains went from Dunstable to Luton in 8 minutes.

11)  Rail is more reliable - buses would get stuck in traffic as soon as they leave the busway.

12)  Rail is more comfortable - covered waiting areas; no airbrakes to throw you about on the journey

13)  Rail can carry more people, luggage, bicycles.  Translink could not cope with proposed airport expansion.

14)  Rail is much less intrusive for those along the route

15)  Luton never asked operators "Do you want to run a railway", only "Would you support our busway?"  Operators know a direct line from Dunstable to London is viable - it was due to open in 1989.

16)  The busway would encourage a local bus monopoly - other companies would not be able to use it.
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