L.A. tops list of nation's most polluted
NOAKI SCHWARTZ, Associated Press Writer 
LOS ANGELES - Los Angeles can continue being the butt of smog jokes now that it has once again topped the American Lung Association's bad air list of most polluted cities in America.

The association found that the Los Angeles-Long Beach-Riverside metropolitan area had the worst air based on 2003 through 2005 figures.

The Pittsburgh area was ranked as the nation's second most polluted metropolitan area followed by Bakersfield, Calif., Birmingham, Ala., Detroit and Cleveland. Visalia, Calif., Cincinnati, Indianapolis and St. Louis rounded out the top 10.

The news wasn't all bad for Los Angeles. Despite the dubious distinction, the number of days residents breathed the nation's worst ozone levels was fewer than in previous years.

"Nobody is surprised that LA has an air pollution problem," said Janice Nolen, the association's assistant vice president for national policy and advocacy. "The problems there are one of the reasons we have the Clean Air Act. But it is important for folks to know that there has been some improvement."

The organization based the rankings on ozone pollution levels produced when heat and sunlight come into contact with pollutants from power plants, cars, refineries and other sources. The group also studied particle pollution levels emitted from these sources, which are made up of a mix of tiny solid and liquid particles in the air.

Such pollution can contribute to heart disease, lung cancer and asthma attacks, the association said. Those especially vulnerable to polluted air are children, senior citizens, people who work or exercise outdoors and people with asthma or chronic obstructive pulmonary disease.

Nearly half of the U.S. population lives in counties that still have unhealthy levels of ozone or particle pollution, even though there appeared to be less ozone in many counties than previous years, the study found.

U.S. air pollution: less smog, but more soot in East
By Deborah Zabarenko, Environment Correspondent Tue May 1, 12:32 AM ET 

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - The United States is less smoggy than it used to be, but dangerous soot particles are rising in the densely populated eastern part of the country, the American Lung Association reported on Tuesday.

In its annual State of the Air report, the group applauded reductions in smog since its peak in 2002, and blamed the rise in soot -- also called particle pollution -- on coal-fired power plants in the East.

"Particle pollution is lethal, it can kill you," the association's Janice Nolen said in a telephone interview. Fine soot particles can get trapped deep in the lungs and can lead to heart attack, stroke, lung cancer and asthma attacks, Nolen said.

Major sources of soot also include emissions from diesel vehicles including school buses, barges, trucks, tugboats and construction equipment, she said.

Even as the national level of ozone declined, a key component of smog, 99 million people in the United States live in counties with failing grades for ozone, according to the report.

"We're calling on EPA (Environmental Protection Administration) to set new standards for ozone at levels that would protect public health as the Clean Air Act requires," said Terri Weaver, the lung association's chair, in a statement.

The lung association checked for three kinds of pollution: ozone and two kinds of soot -- short-term and year-round exposure -- and found that 136 million people lived in U.S. counties with unhealthy levels of at least one of the three.

Los Angeles was ranked as the most polluted U.S. city for all three categories, even though the report found pollution levels have dropped there. Houston, Dallas, New York, Washington and Philadelphia were among the worst cities for ozone pollution.

Washington and Philadelphia were also on the list of the cities with the most soot. Others were Pittsburgh, Detroit, Chicago, Cleveland and Baltimore.

The report, available online at www.lungusa.org, is based on data from 2003 to 2005, Nolen said.

It was released hours after the Environmental Protection Administration offered preliminary data from 2006 that levels of six pollutants, including ozone and particulate matter, have declined 54 percent since 1970, when the U.S. Clean Air Act became law.

Also on Monday, the U.S. Supreme Court declined to hear arguments from the Bush administration and industry to change part of the Clean Air Act that requires coal-fired power plants to install modern pollution safeguards when updating the rest of their facilities.
The Most Polluted City in the World

Sixteen of the 20 most polluted cities in the world are in China

The Epoch Times



Jun 10, 2006

According to CNN, the World Bank recently examined 20 of the most severely polluted cities in the world. Sixteen of these cities are located in China, and Linfen City, in Shanxi Province, was cited as the world's most polluted city. 

Apple Daily reported that factories in Linfen continuously release waste gas and sewage. The whole city smells and is covered in smoke. The trees around the factories are all withered. The polluted water is like thick oil, and the polluted rivers have caused a higher incidence of cancer among citizens living in the area. 

One environmental expert said, "If you have a grudge against someone, let this guy become a permanent citizen of Linfen! Why? For punishment!" 

The problem of air pollution in China's cities remains serious. In 2005, 39.7 percent of the 522 cities surveyed were either moderately or seriously polluted. 

Last year, environmental disputes and large-scale protests increased 30 percent compared to the previous year. Over 50,000 incidents were documented. Among these cases, 50.6 percent were about water pollution, and nearly 40 percent were related to air pollution. 

Pan Yue, vice director of the State Environmental Protection Administration of China said, "Environmental problems have become a main factor affecting China's national security and social stability." 

Zhang Lijun, another vice director of the Administration, said, "In some areas, corrupted officials protect local polluting industries to gain personal profits. Without clean officials, there will be no clean water." 
Finding green in the concrete jungle 

	By Richard Black 
Environment correspondent, BBC News website 



Apart from a few lower members of the animal kingdom, no-one other than human beings build cities. 
They are totally artificial constructs and in them we live artificial lives. We travel differently, eat different food, receive water and energy through pipes and wires, live in different kinds of buildings, do different jobs. 

All of these things come with an environmental price-tag. Given that the world's urban population is expanding at such a rate, it is worth asking what are the numbers on that price-tag, and whether they are higher or lower than the environmental cost of living a rural life. 

Does a person produce more or less carbon dioxide on moving from the countryside to the city? If the answer is "less", how should that be offset against a bigger contribution to urban smog? Is trash piling up on a street corner better or worse than excess fertiliser running from farmland into the water supply? 

How far does a city's environmental footprint extend beyond its boundaries - to the natural resources which feed it with water and food, or to the other side of the planet which feels its greenhouse gas emissions? 

There is no simple answer. 

Rush from rural 
"What is needed is research that focuses on the large-scale, long-term environmental changes, not just on the immediate impact of cities," concludes the International Human Dimensions Programme on Global Environmental Change (IHDP), a global research alliance. 

"Until recently, this has been quite unexplored territory," it says. It is territory which badly needs exploration if the full impacts of 21st Century urbanisation are to be fully understood. 

"In China, 125 million people have moved from areas of low agricultural productivity to coastal cities - that's 25% of the workforce, and you've got another 25% waiting to move," says John Harrington from London's Overseas Development Institute (ODI). 

"The rise in fossil fuel consumption in Chinese cities is now costing between three and six million life-years per year. Asia is going to see a ten-fold increase in the solid waste management burden by 2025." 

Fuel use 
Fuel use, intimately connected to urban pollution and greenhouse gas emissions, demonstrates exquisitely the problems in trying to compare the ecological footprint of the rural and urban dweller. 

In 2002, the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) focused much of its Human Development Report on China. 

"Rural residents consume less than 40% of the commercial energy used by their urban counterparts," it concluded. 

"However, if biomass [principally wood-burning] is included, the average person in the countryside uses nearly one-third more energy than a city dweller." 

So the rural resident apparently contributes more to global climate change than the urban citizen - but the equation hinges on how the energy is produced. 

If "commercial energy" used in cities - principally electricity - is derived from renewable sources or nuclear stations, the urban dweller wins the eco-prize hands down. But if the rural citizen burns nothing but trees and always replaces them, he or she becomes "carbon neutral" and scoops the award. 

"Urbanisation is a complex issue," observes Bert Metz of the Netherlands Environmental Assessment Agency (MNP), co-chair of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) working group which looks at economic and social projections. 

"Generally speaking, people in cities use more transportation and energy services than in the rural areas and rely less on biomass. Certainly that is a factor driving up greenhouse gas emissions, but there are many other drivers too." 

Those other drivers include two further trends of our time, rising population and economic growth, whose imprint is difficult to distinguish from that of urbanisation. 

Rules for the rich 
In any case, talk of a "city environment" brings a basic question - which city? 

In London and Tokyo, air quality has improved over the last 50 years. In Shanghai and Kuala Lumpur, it has gone down, though there are signs of improvement elsewhere in the developing world. 

"It has happened in Delhi, for example, where there has been a huge improvement in air quality by substituting liquefied petroleum gas [LPG] for diesel in vehicles," observes John Harrington. 

"Partly it is just that as cities become richer they can clean their act up, but it's also how vocal the middle classes become, which in India counts in a way it doesn't yet in China. 

"But there's a paradigm question here - whether cities are being urged to move away from the traditional 'grow first and clean up later paradigm' to a 'sustainable growth paradigm'." 

The "sustainable city" is a concept which has received a lot of academic attention in recent times. 

An Australian group, the Halifax EcoCity Project, has developed what it calls an "ecological measuring stick". 

Essential elements of sustainable urban development include, it says: 

· extensive use of vegetation to filter pollution, prevent the "heat island" effect and capture carbon dioxide 

· purification and recycling of all water and waste 

· 100% supply of renewable energy 

· a sustainable food supply which does not deplete nearby lands and grow as much as possible with city limits 

The EcoCity concept, says Bert Metz, would have a major impact on greenhouse gas emissions. 

"How cities are planned definitely has an impact. Are there many trees planted, which reduces the need for cooling? How are houses built - that has a huge effect on greenhouse gas emissions." 

But by the Halifax yardstick, virtually every city in the developed as well as the developing world would fail the sustainability test. 

Slices of life 
Planning cities to allow for green spaces, wildlife, trees and watercourses can have a huge benefit on people as well as on the natural environment, says David Goode, a visiting professor at University College London and former director of the London Ecology Centre. 

	
	There's a lot of evidence that both physical and mental wellbeing increases with access to nature and green spaces 
David Goode, University College London 


"When you've got more than half the world's population living in urban areas, it's crucial they have access to some kind of ecological area within a stone's throw of where they live," he argues. 

"There's a lot of evidence that both physical and mental wellbeing increases with access to nature and green spaces." 

Since the big clean-up began half a century ago, many British cities have become home to the fox, while birds such as the black redstart have become "urban specialists". 

But is it real nature, or just a designed and planned imitation? 

"It is different," says Dr Goode, "but you can encapsulate a lot of the features of natural habitat within a city environment." 

In any case, much of the world's countryside is far from "natural", shaped as it has been by centuries of human agriculture, in some cases producing vast prairies of monoculture monotony where hardly a bird is heard. 

But fundamentally people are not flocking to the vast cities of Asia and South America with nature and green spaces in mind. 

They are coming for jobs, to improve their economic and social prospects. 

It may be sobering then to consider the UNDP's judgement on China's urbanisation and its concomitant rising toll of pollution and waste: "Environmental factors are likely to constrain, or even reverse, social and economic progress." 

It is the same old message: societies neglect environmental progress at their economic peril. 

Richard.Black-INTERNET@bbc.co.uk 
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