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US-Citizens Aviation Watch Assodation is the leeding public advocacy organization focusng on
avidion issues, represanting various municipdities and orgenizations. Our members totd about 1.5
million people in the United States. The Asoddion is dso a nongovenmenta organizaion
representing member and assodiate organizationsin 27 other countries

Our membership indudes physdans, as wdl as individuds who are employed in the aviaion
and aerospace indudries pilots ar-traffic contrallers, employees of NASA and Boeing, and Baylor
Univergty's Schod of Avidion Sdences  As a result, we have in-depth knowledge of the issues
bringing srong factud evidenceto the table

Our country should stop putting dl our trangportation eggs in one basket. .. we need amodern,
comprehengve trangportation plan for a diversfied trangportation sysem, which mus indude a world-
class, nation-wide network of high speed rall.

We gtrongly oppose any taxpayer subsdy balout for the airline industry because:

1) Economids are saying that we should nat give a multi-hillion dollar blank chedk bailout to the ar
trangportation indudtry for the effects of the September 11, 2001 tragic events, Snce that industry hed
hig finencid problems before that dete.

2) Any finandd package to provide short-term cash-flow to the industry should not use taxpayers
money without requirements to pay it back with interes. The arlines should be trested like any other
busnessin the free market (loans with normd interest rates or the Aviaion Trust Fund are reesoneble
sources for short-term cash-flow loans). The argument that the indudtry desarves hilllions in taxpayer
money and tax breeks because the government forced them to shut down is disngenuous at bed,
because much of the responshility for the events of September 11, 2001 is theirs  The indudry
(induding the Federd Aviation Adminigration) was in charge of security on that day. Thiswould never
have happened, to this extert, in Israd or other European countries because of the drict avidion
security meaaures in place there. 1t is a wdl-known fact that the indudtry has fought stricter security
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because of the cogts and inconveniences  The ar industry was dso fined heavily by the FAA for
breachesin the limited security that existed before September 11, 2001.

3) Any aviation funding packege should be atached to a hill that would completdy fund a
comprehensgve, long-term trangportation plan for the U.S. that providesfor adiversfied, safe, effidet,
and sudainable trangportation system that indudes a world dass, nation-wide network of high-speed
ral for the U.S. (estimates to build a complete high-speed rail sysem are in the $50 to $70 hillion
range). Thear trangport indudtry has effectively lobbied to kegp high-spead rail out of our country for
decades. With a nationwide high-gpeed rail sysem in place, our country's trangportation sysem would
not have been so hindered efter the hijackings

4) The industry needs to be re-regulaed to protect the American public from ancther massve fallure
caused by thisindustry and the Federd Aviation Adminigtration.

5) It is goparent now thet the ar cariers, espedidly United and American, are in no pogtion to @
ahead with the planned arport expangons, based on the fact thet they are daiming finandd hardship for
being shut down for only afew days. If the arport expansions were to occur, the taxpayers could very
wdl end up foating the hill for this undable indudry (aviation is the mogt energy-ineffident and the leest
sudainable mode of trangportation).  Furthermore, the expangons would only exacerbate the serious
security lgpses which resulted in the horrific tragedies of September 11, 2001

6) Any bailout plan must aso indude amoratorium on dl arport expangon desgned for more capecity.
Thiswould give the indudtry the opportunity for technology to catch up on the massve noisg, ar, weer,
ground pallution, and dimate change problems that arport and arcraft operations have been causng.

In dosng: While we are underdanding of immediate cadhflow needs for the recent losses caused by
the tragedy, we are very concerned that the indudry is trying to rush a balout through the Congress,
when any such legidaion neads to be thoroughly investigated and openly debated. We should not
repeet the same midakes asin the past. We need to modernize and diversify our whole trangportation
sysem, which will creete new business opportunities and simulate the U.S. economy.



