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Air trumps climate at DfT

Chinese authorities slapped a
ban on Cerc’s air quality
forecasting system during the
Olympic games, it has emerged.

Prior to the games, air quality
forecasts and readings were
high, and Cerc’s forecasting
website – openly available to
the public (AQB June p2) – was
withdrawn. The authorities
insisted that it could only be
accessed with a
password.

Speaking to AQB
after the event, Cerc’s
David Carruthers said:
“We were working in
partnership with the
Beijing Environmental
Protection Bureau and
we were asked to
password-protect the
site, we didn’t really
have any choice in the
matter. We are however

continuing to work on the
project.

“We are more used to doing
techie work on air quality and
suddenly we were at the centre
of the international political
stage – all very exciting, but
also a bit stressful – but we’d do
it again.”

Meanwhile a TSI DustTrak
air monitoring instrument was

hired by the BBC from Ashtead
Technology Rentals to measure
air quality at the Team GB
training base in the UK for
subsequent comparison with
particulate levels at the 2008
Beijing Olympics. 

The DustTrak Aerosol
Monitor provides users with
readings of exposure to airborne
contaminants such as dust,

smoke and fumes by
measuring particulate
concentrations to PM10,
PM2.5 and PM1.

The BBC team
discovered that the
Olympic Village in Beijing
was at times highly
polluted, especially ahead
of the games. Rainfall had
the effect of clearing the
air during the games
themselves.
� www.beijingairquality.cn

Cerc air quality data pulled by Chinese

DfT is consulting on the
European Commission proposal
for a new heavy-duty vehicle
emission standard (Euro VI).
Significantly, air quality appears
to have won against climate
change in a hard-fought battle.

The proposal involves an
80% cut in NOX and a 67% cut
in particle emissions by
comparison with the Euro V
standards that they will replace.
The cuts are at the expense of
worsened fuel consumption, but
air quality benefits have been
deemed to be more important
than climate change.

The regulatory impact
analysis accompanying the
consultation unveils the tensions
between the need to improve air
quality and climate change.

Key costs of the EU proposal

endorsed by the DfT total
around £12bn, inflated
significantly by the reduction in
efficiency of engines fitted with
pollution controls (for instance
traps and catalysts). The CO2

penalty is costed at £3bn – a
quarter of the total costs.

Benefits are costed at
between £4bn and £9bn. This is
itemised as reduction in air
quality-linked mortality (£4bn
to £9bn), reduction in
respiratory hospital admissions
(£5m to £22m) and reduction in
cardiovascular hospital
admissions (£5m to £22m).

The consultation says:
“Projections clearly show that
the UK will fall short of
achieving the Government’s air
quality objectives and breach
legally binding EU limit values.

Measures beyond those
modelled to date would
evidently be required in order to
reduce ambient concentrations
of all pollutants to target levels
in the envisaged timescale. 

“The air quality strategy
shows that new vehicle
emissions standards are the
single most effective measure at
closing the gap in terms of
compliance with air quality
objectives. The net benefits
from new vehicle emission
standards were predicted to be
substantially higher than any
other single emissions reduction
measure considered in the
strategy review, with the
exception of measures to reduce
emissions from international
shipping, which offer similar

UUKK  sseett  ttoo  ddeellaayy
Confirmation has been given
that the UK will extend
compliance dates for EU air
quality directives – first on
PM10, and later with NO2.

Confirmation was
contained in the Govern-
ment’s consultation on plans
and programmes to tackle
NO2 exceedences. It needs
to submit these plans to
Europe to explain what it is
doing about excess NO2.

The consultation says:
“Breaches of already-in-
force PM10 limit values will
be addressed in a separate
consultation in 2009
concerning the UK’s
intention to defer
compliance with PM10 limit
values until June 2011, in
line with the provisions of
the new air quality directive.
A condition of the extended
deadline is that member
states are in compliance
with the limit values by the
end of the extended period.
A similar consultation for
NO2 will follow later.”

Back to the current
consultation – the plans and
programmes set out nothing
new, rather repeat what is
included in the air quality
strategy (AQB August 2006
p6). Comments will be used
to finalise the report for
submission to the
Commission by the end of
2008.

The 2006 report, which
has prompted the current
consultation, stated that
there was one NO2 hourly
and 41 NO2 daily
exceedences in the UK in
the 2006 reporting period.
� Consultation on UK report
regarding plans and
programmes to meet EU air
quality limit values (reporting
year 2006) can be viewed on
www.defra.gov.uk/corporate/
consult/air-
limitvalues2006/index.htm

BBrriissttooll  BBaarrnneess
Jo Barnes, formerly with the
Cornwall Air Quality Forum
at Cornwall College, has
joined the UWE Air Quality
Management Resource
Centre, Bristol.
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DfT chooses air (continued from page

Planning bill will cut nuisance rights

net benefits. 
“The review analysis shows

that even packages of
alternative measures could not
close the gap of compliance
with air quality objectives
without the inclusion of tighter
vehicle emissions standards. 

“Our modelling shows that
even the most stringent
scenarios being proposed for
heavy duty vehicles at Euro VI
will be insufficient, in isolation,
to close the identified air quality
compliance gap, but that all the
scenarios are capable of making
some contribution to that
closing.” 

It accepts the downside of the
Commission’s proposal is the
rise in fuel consumption which
tips cost benefit analysis heavily
against the proposal. “We attach
great importance to the meeting
of the UK’s air quality targets,
and there is, in addition, a real
possibility that the associated
fuel consumption penalty will
be significantly lower, by the
date of implementation, than the
worst case in our modelling.
Our recommendation is to
support, in broad terms, the

Commission’s proposal.”
As well as the NOX and PM10

limits, the proposal also
involves requirements for:
� A tightening of the limit on
the emissions of ammonia from
vehicle exhausts from the
current twenty-five parts per
million to ten ppm;
� A 71% reduction in
hydrocarbon emissions limits

for diesel engines (but no
reduction in the higher limits
currently set for engines fuelled
with natural gas); 
� A commitment to introduce a
limit on the number of particles
emitted to supplement the
proposed particulate mass limit;
� A commitment to performing
testing using world harmonised

test cycles, rather than on the
currently-used European drive
cycle;
� A commitment to pursue
development and adoption of a
protocol for using Portable
Emissions Measurement System
(PEMS) to demonstrate in-
service compliance and,
eventually, compliance with “off
cycle” emissions requirements;
� Member states are allowed to
offer financial incentives for
early compliance with the
proposed emission limits,
subject to certain restrictions
and;
� Separate emission limits for
total hydrocarbons, for non-
methane hydrocarbons, and for
methane for spark ignition
engines.

The proposed implementation
dates for the new standard are
April 2013 for new type
approvals, and October 2014 for
all newly-registered vehicles.
These new limits are
approximately equivalent to the
United States Environmental
Protection Agency 2010 limits. 
� www.dft.gov.uk/consultations
/open/euroviconsultation/

A minor clause inserted into the
Planning Bill could take away
the right to complain about dust
and other nuisances arising from
large projects.

The Planning Bill, currently
being discussed in Parliament,
aims to set up a new regime that
will allow larger infrastructure
works to be decided by a
Government quango rather than
local planning authorities. The
Government is under intense
pressure from industry to
remove planning hurdles for
power generation, transmission
and storage projects.  

Epuk spotted the wording and
is now working with other
organisations in a bid to remove
it. Clause 151 states: “No
proceedings, whether criminal
or civil, in nuisance and no civil
proceedings in respect of the
escape of things from land other
than proceedings for breach of
statutory duty may be brought
in relation to development,
works or operations authorised

by an order granting
development consent.”

Epuk explained: “This
amendment, added following
the third reading of the Bill,
would appear to remove access
to any remedy for local health
or environmental impacts
caused by dust, smoke, odour,
noise or light.  

“This apparent blanket
exemption is highly
irresponsible, particularly in
view of the wide range of
developments covered by the
Bill” said Epuk. “It shows scant
regard for the potential impact
on the health, quality of life and
amenity of any communities
who are unfortunate enough to
be in proximity to the
developments proposed.”

Larger infrastructure works
are defined as airports, strategic
roads, railways, generating
stations (including larger wind
farms), power lines and other
large projects. Essentially if
approved by the Infrastructure

Planning Commission, clause
151 would prevent dust
complaints.

Epuk raises other questions: 
� If all controls on potential
impacts are to be established at
the planning stage, how and by
whom is control to be enforced
in breach?; 
� To whom do the public go if
their quality of life and health
are being affected?;
� How will existing
infrastructure schemes be dealt
with in regard to any applicable
nuisance actions in comparison
with new, comparable schemes
that would seemingly benefit
from the exemption?;
� Does the proposed clause
effectively cause a potential
conflict with the European
Convention on Human Rights?

Dust, during construction of a
project, can be a serious
nuisance. Elaborate controls are
placed on contractors in London
in a bid to reduce dust
emissions from sites.
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Pre 1992 Pre-Euro
1992–1996 Euro I
1996-2001 Euro II
2001-2006 Euro III
2006-2009 Euro IV
2009-2014 Euro V
2014-on Euro VI

HHeeaavvyy  EEuurroossttaannddaarrddss

SSoommeerrsseett  ggeett  ttooggeetthheerr
A draft air quality strategy
has been produced by all of
Somerset’s councils and sets
out how air quality fits into
planning, transport and land
use throughout the county. 
The strategy includes:
� Setting up a central,
website on air quality to
inform members of the
public on air quality issues;
� Ensuring air quality issues
are considered at the earliest
opportunity with respect to
any planning proposals;
� Ensuring careful
consideration is given to
locations with higher air
quality concentrations; 
� Involving other agencies
such as the Highways
Agency, Environment
Agency, the South West
Regional Development
Agency, Government Office
for the South West (GOSW)
and the Dorset and
Somerset Health Protection
Unit.
� www.somerset.gov.uk/con
sultation (click on air quality)

AAiirr  qquuaalliittyy  uuppddaattee
Epuk is finalising the
programme for its Air Quality
Update conference to be
held in Birmingham on 15th
October.

It says: “With climate
change becoming a bigger
and bigger issue at both
local and national level, the
need to make practical local
links between air quality and
climate change is more
pressing than ever. Our
conference provides an
update on practical local
action and also national-level
activity that affects local
practitioners.”
� www.environmental-
protection.org.uk

EEmmiissssiioonn  ccoonnttrrooll  ccoossttss
A study has costed vehicle
NOx controls and estimated
impacts on CO2 and primary
NO2 emissions. 

The aftertreatment
technologies under scrutiny
were oxidation catalysts
(DOC), urea-based selective
catalytic reduction (SCR),
lean NOx traps (LNT) and
particulate filters (DPF).
� www.dft.gov.uk/pgr/roads
/environment/research/co2no
2emissions.pdf
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Agency improves the air in AQMAs
RROOAADDSS

MMeennddiipp  ssmmookkee  ffiinnee
A Mendip businessman has
been fined £4,000 by
magistrates for illegal
bonfires in Frome. 

Mendip District Council
prosecuted Nigel Toop under
the Clean Air Act following
burning of trade waste
containing materials capable
of giving off toxic fumes and
black smoke. Toop was fined
£3,200 and ordered to pay
£800 in costs. He was the
first person to be prosecuted
by Mendip for illegal
business bonfires in nearly
20 years. 

According to the council,
Toop was prosecuted
because of his repeated
disregard for the Clean Air
Act rules. EHO Curtis Lakin
said the council takes an
educational approach to
enforcement, but will take
action against those who
knowingly and repeatedly
break the law. 

TTrraannssppoorrtt  ddoommiinnaatteess
The European Environment
Agency says road transport
remains the key source of
NOx, CO and non-methane
volatile organic compounds
and the second-most
important source of fine
particulate emissions (PM10

and PM2.5) in the EU-27.
EEA’s new report

acknowledges that between
1990 and 2006, NOx

emissions decreased by
35% from electricity and
heat production, followed by
manufacturing industries and
construction sources (14.3
%). In contrast, agricultural
activities are responsible for
the vast majority of ammonia
emissions in EU-27.
Livestock manure, together
with emissions from the
application of fertilisers
account for more than 90%
of the ammonia generation.

Each year, the European
Environment Agency assists
the European Commission
by preparing the European
Community’s inventory
report which is reported to
the Long-range
Transboundary Air Pollution
Convention (LRTAP).
� Data in the report will be
made available through the
EEA’s Dataservice later in
2008. website http://reports.
eea.europa.eu/
technical_report_2008_7/en
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Wales steelworks ‘action’ plan
IINNDDUUSSTTRRIIAALL  EEMMIISSSSIIOONNSS

More talking, more studies and
more ‘consideration’ are the
central planks of a Welsh action
plan prepared for the Europe.

Air quality in South Wales is
dominated by the steelworks at
Port Talbot. The local authority
and the Environment Agency
have spent nearly a decade
monitoring and modelling
emissions which originate from
the steelworks and cause PM10

exceedences.
The Welsh Government must

report to Europe on what it is
doing about this. It has therefore
published the action plan. It
says: “The action plan will
focus strongly on

communicating at a local level,
where the evidence suggests it
can be most effective. Actions
within the plan include: further
scientific studies to pinpoint the
sources of the pollution; a
review of existing measures to
control identified sources and a
consideration of new methods to
improve controls.”

The action plan is being taken
forward by the Welsh Assembly
Government in partnership with
Neath Port Talbot Borough
Council, the Environment
Agency Wales and other key
stakeholders.
� http://new.wales.gov.uk/topics
/environmentcountryside/epq/

airqualitypollution/
swalesaction/?lang=en
Editor’s comment: This action
plan is incredibly wishy washy.
It is not clear how ‘communi-
cating at a local level’ is the
most effective way of cutting
PM10, but Welsh Government
claims it has evidence for this.
Let’s see it! 

Neath Port Talbot and
Environment Agency Wales will
be bemused by talk of further
studies given the intense
research on the source of the
PM10 to date. The Government is
unwilling to use the ‘S’
(steelworks) word even though
the evidence is there already.

Newcastle environmental health
officers are visiting homes and
businesses throughout the
borough in a bid to improve air
quality.

Officers are concerned that
more people are burning wood
and logs to heat their homes
following recent increases in the
price of gas and electricity –
and running the risk of incurring
fines of up to £1,000.

Most of Newcastle’s built-up

areas are smoke control zones
which mean that wood and logs
can only be burned in certain
types of fires and stoves which
have been tested to show that
these materials will not produce
smoke. Burning house coal can
also lead to a heavy fine.

Environmental health officers
are carrying out visits to make
sure that all households and
companies are using smokeless
fuels and complying with air

pollution legislation. Action
may also be taken against
anyone who buys or delivers
unauthorised fuels for use in
smoke control zones.

“We are keen to raise
awareness among local residents
and businesses so that everyone
is acting within the law and not
causing air pollution,” said
Newcastle City Council
principal environmental health
officer Keith Lawton.

The Highways Agency’s
2007/2008 annual report says
that its air quality targets have
been met. 

Each year the agency sets
itself a target of listing actions
on or near its network that may
improve air quality in air quality
management areas. It told AQB:
“We met our air quality target
by implementing improvement
measures at two priority
AQMAs during 2007/8. The

first site was the Bromsgrove
AQMA, where we introduced a
scheme to reduce congestion at
J1 of the M42. This consisted of
painting box markings at
Junction 1 to improve the flow
of traffic, as well as installing
signs, improving verges and
road markings between M42 J1
to M5 J4a westbound to reduce
accidents and congestion.  

“The second site was the
Bristol AQMA where we

worked with the University of
the West of England (which has
10,000 staff and students) to
implement a travel plan to
reduce traffic on the M32 and
M4. There are too many
changeable factors from year to
year (such as changes to fleet
composition, traffic flows,
weather conditions, etc) to be
able to monitor what impact the
schemes have on air quality.”
� www.highways.gov.uk

Europe assesses
exposure
The European Environment
Agency has calculated the
percentage of the urban
population in EEA-32
potentially exposed to
pollutant concentrations over
selected limit/target values.
� http://dataservice.eea.
europa.eu/atlas/viewdata/
viewpub.asp?id=3133

Newcastle tackles home fires burning
DDOOMMEESSTTIICC  BBUURRNNIINNGG

%%  of population
exposed
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Low emission zone review
A TfL report sets out early
impacts of the London low
emission zone. It is also intends
to set a baseline to assess future
impacts.

The low emission zone
applies to an area broadly
within the M25 motorway and
affects vans and buses 24/7.
They must meet minimum
emission standards or pay a
large charge. By contrast the
congestion charge (see below)
only applies in the central area
during weekday daytimes and is
not primarily aimed at cutting
air quality pollutants.

The 221-page report is
detailed and comprehensive. It
explains that to gather a “robust
appreciation of the air quality
impacts” there will need to be
both modelled and observed
data: “It is quite possible, for
example, that measured air
quality in the first year of the
scheme could actually
deteriorate despite models
indicating improvements. This
might reflect a particularly hot
summer, as happened for
instance in 2003 and 2006.

“More likely, however, is that
trends attributable to the scheme
will be obscured by variation in
other factors affecting measured
air quality, and that it will take a
year or more before a ‘scheme
impact’ becomes statistically
detectable.”

To boost measured data, TfL
has improved six existing sites
specifically for the monitoring
work. These are established
sites close to major roads in

locations where big changes are
expected.

Comprehensive traffic
monitoring is also provided,
with continuous automatic
traffic counters and number
plate reading cameras, together
with a local weather station. TfL
says this will provide a unique
picture of air quality and real
traffic flows (as opposed to
flows derived from DVLA
records). Monitoring data will
also be gathered from outside
London to see if there are
effects (good or bad) elsewhere.

Early results are included in
the report. It shows that 96% of
vehicles affected by the first
phase of the scheme (lorries
over 12t) are compliant
compared to 70% before
introduction. Compliance rates
for the second phase of the
scheme that came in on 7 July
(lorries over 3.5 tonnes, buses
and coaches) currently stand at
91%. 

“This means that about one-
third of the heavier goods
vehicles operating in Greater
London are significantly cleaner
than they were one year ago.”

TfL estimates that in 2008,
reductions of about 0.2µg/m3

are projected for NO2 annual

average
concentra-
tions –
about 0.6%
of prevail-
ing average
concentrations. Also in 2008,
reductions of about 0.03µg/m3

are projected for annual average
PM10 representing overall
reductions of about 0.15%.

“Although relatively small in
absolute magnitude, these
projected outcomes apply to
total concentrations from all
emissions sources, including
non-traffic sources and those
external to Greater London, and
are annual averages across the
whole of Greater London.

“The actual impact of the
scheme at the local scale will be
broadly proportionate to the
absolute scale of local pollution
concentrations, and in particular
to the relative contribution from
road traffic sources.”

Health benefits have been
calculated (see below) which
show more significance, with
benefits concentrated in more
deprived areas.
� Low emission zone impacts
monitoring baseline report
www.tfl.gov.uk/roadusers/lez/
about/2027.aspx

An updated impacts report on
the London congestion charge
continues to find minimal air
quality impacts.

The London congestion
charging scheme applies only to
vehicles in the central London
zone for certain times of the day
and was introduced to cut
congestion. Some emissions
benefits have resulted from
congestion reduction – but
congestion has now risen again
to pre-introduction levels with
the inclusion of the Western
Extension to the zone. New
London mayor Boris Johnson is
consulting on scrapping that
extension.

The report says: “Despite

substantial reductions to road
traffic emissions in London,
trends in measured air pollution
remain broadly static. This
confirms the important role of
non-charging related
‘background’ factors in
determining overall air quality
in London.” 

Conclusions include:
� Overall, concentrations of
annual average PM10 have
barely changed over the time
period 2003-2008 despite some
seasonal and yearly fluctuations
associated with the weather;
� There have been more
substantial fluctuations in the
number of exceedence days,
particularly in 2003 and again in

2007. This has lead to a small
upward trend in annual average
concentrations from late 2007 at
many of the sites, back up to
levels in 2003;
� The updated trends for NOX

up to 2008 are very similar to
previous annual reports, with a
continuation of the pattern of
small year-on-year reductions;
� There has been an increase in
NO2 emissions.
� Central London congestion
charging scheme impacts
monitoring – sixth annual
report: July 2008 can be viewed
on www.tfl.gov.uk/
assets/downloads/sixth-annual-
impacts-monitoring-report-
2008-07.pdf

IINN  BBRRIIEEFF

RReeaall  vveehhiicclleess  tteesstteedd
In service cars and vans
which have passed MOT
tests have been retested in a
lab to see if their emissions
meet standards.
� In-service vehicle testing
programme 2007-08 www.
dft.gov.uk/pgr/roads/environ
ment/research/cqvcf/inservic
etesting/inservicetesting0708

AAsstthhmmaa  eexxeerrcciissee
In a recent Asthma UK
survey, 76% of people with
asthma reported that
exercise triggers their
asthma. Neil Churchill of
Asthma UK said: “Over a
third of people with asthma
we surveyed tell us that they
avoid exercising in the open
air because of traffic fumes
and two thirds find it a trigger
for their asthma.” 

BBeeaaccoonn  aawwaarrddss
Beacon councils including
Sheffield, Sefton and
Greenwich have been given a
‘Gold award for clean air’
certificate’ by Asthma UK.

AABB  TTeeoomm  wwiitthhddrraawwnn
Teom maker Thermo has
announced withdrawal of the
Teom 1400AB. New product
orders will not be accepted
after June 30th, 2008.
Service and components will
be available until June 30,
2015. Consumables will be
available until June 30, 2015.  
� www.rpco.com/
discontinue/index.htm

GGooiinngg  uunniittaarryy
Nine applications for unitary
status in 2009 have been
successful.

Authorities will be: Bedford
unitary, two-unitary Cheshire,
Cornwall County unitary,
Durham County unitary,
Exeter unitary, Ipswich
unitary, Northumberland
County unitary, Shropshire
County unitary and Wiltshire
County unitary.

FFaarrmm  ccooddee
Defra is consulting on the
revised Code of good
agricultural practice to
protect water, soil and air
quality. It covers items such
as minimising ammonia
emissions.
� www.defra.gov.uk/corp
orate/consult/cogap-
rev/index.htm 

Congestion charge progress detailed by TfL
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So what is it about Yorkshire? Why do
so many good websites – and outstand-
ing air quality efforts – come from the

area?
It’s not that Yorkshire is any more

polluted than Manchester and Birmingham,
from whom so little is heard nowadays.
Neither is it likely that there is more money
in the region – it perhaps because there are
more committed air quality officers packed
together than elsewhere.

We’ve found excellent or near-excellent
air quality websites in York, Doncaster,
Barnsley, Rotherham, Selby and the East
Riding – and of course there is the South
Yorks Care4Air website driven by
Sheffield’s Mark Daly. There are good
websites across the UK, but not so many
good websites bunched together
geographically.

The best site in term’s of ‘quality of
website’ this year is York for its Jorair
website which continues to improve year-
on-year. On quality alone it just pips long-
term winner Chiltern, but then plaudits
return north with Doncaster our next vote
in the quality stakes.

The Jorair site ticks all the boxes that we
like – separately themed, bright, attractive,
something for everyone. Dull data is there
for those that want it, and exciting cartoons
are there for the kids. There is a cartoon
show explaining the impacts of pollution,
and what can be done about it. Very
accessible, and the main reason why we
think this site looks the best.

Chiltern is no stranger to our annual

website review showing that
there is life in the South of
England. Site mentor Ben
Coakley has been
inspirational in pushing the
boundaries for air quality
websites, and its great to see
he’s been focusing on climate
change in recent months.
Somehow he manages to
convince the webmasters to
put a big fat logo on the front
pages which stays there (we
creep back to check from
time to time) and that makes
it the overall winner once
again.

Chiltern’s offering is
branded as Claire – Chiltern’s
local air and environment –
with well designed logos,
cartoons and layouts. As ever
we particularly like the noxious nine
characters, and a frog appears to be joining
the crew. As with York, the dull stuff is
there, along with the more snazzy puzzles,
artwork and teaching packs. 

We’ve said a lot of this before, the site is
so packed full that you can spend an awful
lot of time here. So if
a sleepy home
counties authority
can manage this,
how come the big
cities can’t follow
suit?

Doncaster
remains a firm
favourite and has a
nice link on the
front page. Puzzles,
games, an
interactive body to
explain health
effects, it’s all good
stuff.

Ellesmere Port
and Neston comes
up trumps again
with its website,
which this year
features work on a
new ‘air quality
trail’ in the
borough’s Whitby
Park. This gives an
excuse for a meaty
home page link to
the air quality

pages.
Ellesmere

explains: “The
council in
partnership with
the Community
Air Quality

● continued overleaf

Quality shines through
Who has done well in our much-anticipated air quality website review of over
450 council websites? Jack Pease reports

AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB
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Doncaster
looks good

IInnssppiirreedd  JJoorraaiirr  ssiittee  ffrroomm  YYoorrkk

BBrraannddiinngg,,  ggaammeess,,
ppuuzzzzlleess,,  pplleennttyy  ooff  ccoolloouurr,,
ddaattaa  ––  aann  eexxcceelllleenntt  ooffffeerr
ffrroomm DDoonnccaasstteerr

LLoottss  ooff  tthhoouugghhtt  ttoo  nnaavviiggaattiioonn  bbyy  SSppeelltthhoorrnnee

4th

2nd



Forum and Groundwork Wirral
commissioned an artist to work with pupils
from five local schools to challenge the
common misconception that
Ellesmere Port has poor air
quality. Pupils have had their
artwork and ideas integrated
into the seven pieces of art 
that make up the trail.”

The trail is 500m long and
contains seven pieces of art and
a memorial tree all with a story
to tell. Residents can test map
reading, visual aligning, reading
or running skills and enjoy
gaining greater “awairness”.
“Additionally, for those that would like to
see their name in lights, complete the trail
leaflet and send it to the council, if the entry
is correct, their name will be shown on the
public display units in the town centre and
at Cheshire Oaks.” Fab.

By contrast to the
bright and breezy five-
star sites of Chiltern,

York and Doncaster, we have the more
sober Bristol site, which is encyclopaedic in
nature and aimed fairly and squarely at
adults. It has embedded Google Maps of
monitoring sites (diffusion tubes and

continuous) as well as Google
Earth files, which link directly to
Bristol’s real time data site.

We like sites that have news –
and Bristol has an up to date
downloadable newsletter on air
quality which many will find
useful and helps to tell the public
what the air quality teams are up
to.

Back up to Yorkshire to
find Barnsley with a
helpful home page link to

the air quality pages which have
plenty of information and relevant
photographs to break up the text.
Wakefield’s is nice too.

Here’s a first – a county with a five
star website! West Sussex’s air quality

website is small but
perfectly formed, and gains
our admiration precisely
because it doesn’t have to
do it – counties do not have
air quality responsibilities,
and its all to easy not to
bother (indeed many
counties certainly do not
bother!).

West Sussex has useful
information on air quality
and crucially links to the
SussexAir joint authority
website set up in the region.
Links are good as well, it’s
so nice to see two tier
government working
together well like this. Close

by, Brighton has a great website under its
City Airwatch banner. The site is bright and
cheerful and does every thing that’s needed.

We like Aylesbury Vale’s site most
particularly because small maps make

it easy to see where the air quality
management areas are. No need to
access pdfs or read clumsy

descriptions of the areas, the small
jpgs make things very clear.

Portsmouth gets five stars for
quality. Its Portair site is really nice
but we swear it is impossible to find

through the council home pages. This is
criminal.

Back to Yorkshire for our final five star
website – East Riding. Not an area you’d
necessarily expect to devote much time to
air quality but it fields an excellent offering
with news, links and information all
underneath the Air pollution – lets put a lid
on it slogan.

Looking at other local authority websites,
we pick out the highlights and noticeable
inclusions and omissions as we spot them.
Generally, as in previous years we found the
standards are improving. Fewer and fewer
have nothing at all to say for themselves,
and the usual suspects jostling at the top are
proving hard to beat.

Counties drive us potty where there are
county-wide air quality websites but the
county itself doesn’t refer to them. Districts
can also be guilty – these people are
presumably forking out for the cooperation,
but by not linking to them effectively, they
are missing the benefits.

Culprits include Bedfordshire, Bucks,
Cornwall and Hertfordshire. Showing the

AAyylleessbbuurryy  rreessiiddeennttss  ggeett  ttoo  sseeee  aatt  aa  ggllaannccee
wwhheerree  tthhee  AAQQMMAAss  aarree

RReessiiddeennttss  iinn  AAyylleessbbuurryy
sseeee  wwhhaatt  aa  ttuubbee  iiss

AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB

● from page five
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NNiiccee  ddeessiiggnn  ffrroomm
CCaarrrriicckkffeerrgguuss,,
hhooppee  tthhee  AAQQ  iinnffoo
ccoommeess  ssoooonn

LLiivveerrppooooll  ppuuttss  oonn  aa  ggoooodd

BBrriissttooll::  NNeewwss  aanndd  nneewwsslleetttteerrss
aarree  aa  ggoooodd  wwaayy  ooff  kkeeeeppiinngg  iinn
ttoouucchh

BBaannbbrriiddggee::  tthheerree’’ss  nnoo  ddoouubbtt  tthhiiss
wweebbppaaggee  iiss  aabboouutt  ppoolllluuttiioonn

EElllleessmmeerree  PPoorrtt’’ss  aaiirr  qquuaalliittyy  ttrraaiill  iiss
ffeeaattuurreedd  oonn  iittss  ffiivvee--ssttaarr  wweebbssiittee

LLooggooss  ggoooodd::    
CChheesstteerrffiieelldd



bad boys how to do it with a simple,
effective link are Broxbourne (to the
Herts & Beds site) and Caradon
(Cornwall AQ Forum). Good
counties in this respect include
West Sussex (mentioned
previously), Cambridgeshire,
East Sussex, Kent and Suffolk

Disappointments – in terms of
councils that used to have far better
offerings – include Belfast, Croydon,
Westminster and Wycombe. Sefton’s
Breathing Space website has lost a lot of its
individuality with its integration into the
main website (bet the webmaster is to blame
for that).

Disappointment in terms of what the
authority is doing in terms of air quality,
and what the website is like include
Birmingham, Cheshire and Greenwich, 

Not everybody can afford, nor wants to

spend the time and money building five-star
websites, and we understand that. So we’re
very happy to see some small but totally
acceptable sites that provide a decent level
of information without being a millstone
round the authorities’ necks.

Examples include Bracknell Forest,
Brentwood and Shrewsbury & Atcham,
the latter seems particularly thoughtful and
intelligent.

News is useful to keep people coming
back to the site – Spelthorne does this well,
and Stockton on Tees has an air quality
bulletin. But others should remember to
keep it up to date or it looks terrible.

Finding air quality sites can be easy (the
best being Rushmoor, Chiltern and
Doncaster with home page logos linking to
the air quality sites) or a nightmare. As for
Carrick, we just gave up.

To a certain extent if there is little air
quality content on a site, it doesn’t matter if
its hard to find, but when there is a good
site and it’s hard to find even if you’re
looking for it, that’s very annoying. A
mention here for Brighton and Ipswich.

Now why on earth would an authority

have a good air quality link on its home
page – but linking not to the council’s own
air quality pages, rather an external site.
That’s North Shropshire.

Some require so much clicking you
worry you are going to get an

industrial injury in your mouse
finger. Bury is terrible in this
respect, you have to click from
page to page often with just one

sentence on each page to the point
where you lose the will to live.

Chelmsford suffers similarly, as does
Congleton and Hereford.

Web designers do not like long, deep
pages, but we think where you are dealing

Manipulating the data

BBaarrnnsslleeyy  fflliieess  tthhee  ffllaagg  oonn  iittss  wweebb  ppaaggeess

AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB

● from previous page

● continued on p8 overleaf
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We are impressed with the quiet way that monitor firm EEnnvviirroo  TTeecchhnnoollooggyy integrates its
airqualitydata.com system into local authority sites.

Where an authority wants to post its data but doesn’t want the hassle of writing its
own code, ET offers the service (and others such as AEA and ERG do as well) and
then integrates it into the main council website.

This latter point is crucial – local authority webmasters are not known for their
flexibility and in their obsession with style over substance do not take kindly to
environmental health professionals asking for their own pages or own branding.

But for those signing up to airqualitydata.com, the monitoring information can be
integrated without breaking webmasters rules. We think, for instance, that Castle
Morpeth’s site works particularly well in this respect. But others such as Aberdeen also
sign up to the service.

ET’s Duncan Mounsor told AQB: “Airqualitydata.com is an air quality website / public
information service that can be tailored to local authority’s exact requirements. We
have quite a number of clients now including Swansea, Bristol, Aberdeen, Blyth Valley,
Mid Devon and Teignbridge, Shrewsbury & Atcham. ET also has its own site with data
from its two stations in and around Stroud.

“Cost is dependent on the number of monitoring stations that data is collected from
and the exact nature of extra
customisation required from client
but typically it costs from £12-15k
with a small annual
hosting/management fee in addition. 

“What is important to note is that
the service is entirely “content
managed” which means the local
authority can update the service
simply and quickly without having to
involve the ET web designers. “

RReeddddiittcchh::  yyoouu  aarree  nnoott  ggooiinngg  ttoo  ggeett
oovveerrllooookkeedd  wwiitthh  aa  ssttoocckksshhoott  lliikkee  tthhiiss

WWee  lliikkee  bbrraannddiinngg  ((BBrriigghhttoonn))

CChhiilltteerrnn::  oouurr  wwiinnnneerr
aaggaaiinn..  CCoonnttiinnuuoouuss

iimmpprroovveemmeenntt  mmaakkeess  iitt
hhaarrdd  ttoo  bbeeaatt

1st



with air quality information, breaking up
the topics can often be annoying, and it can
be better handled in one chunk, like the
Corporation of London and Sutton
(which has written a great essay in Word
format).

Wales – not particularly well known for
air quality activism – is well represented by
Swansea which gets five stars for its
quality of website. We’ve long been a fan
of Swansea’s site which makes use of third
parties to provide air quality data in a lively
looking site. As ever we’re puzzled Cardiff
doesn’t put in a better show as we know it

takes a close interest in air quality.
Also puzzling is why Scotland does so

badly. We cannot find anything on air
quality in Edinburgh. The relevant page
promises “We are sorry, There is nothing
available in this section.” Have they given
up on air quality there? Drilling through
their website left us fuming.

Dundee is more memorable for its great
before-and-after picture of smogs that used
to beset the area.

Northern Ireland has some nice sites
tucked away, Cookstown has great
graphics, a real gem. We’ve not a huge fan

of Flash or annoying
intro routines, but we
thought the homepage
of Carrickfergus
Council looked really
smart. But air quality
information is
‘coming soon’. 

Pictures are easy to
use. Some don’t
bother (why?) and
others use them well,
such as Charnwood,
Craven, Gloucester,
Redditch, Torbay
and Waverley. North
West Lincolnshire
has a nice picture of
smoke from British
industry.

Logos are a great
way to theme your
pages. Our five-star
sites often have logos
(eg Jorair, Chiltern
etc), we also like air
quality logos used by
Chesterfield,
Dundee, Warrington
and West Wilts.

Branding air quality
pages is worthwhile,
perhaps with a natty
name or a banner.
Liverpool has a good
four star site branded
Liveair, and that
works well. Oxford

(and Heathrow and Brighton) uses
Airwatch.

Setting up separately-organised air
quality websites is generally a good thing,
but the linking and relationship to the main
site must be handled properly. Ealingair’s
microsite is good, but maybe clear the main
website of air quality information to avoid
the feeling of duplication. Sloughair feels a
bit ‘bolt on’ too. The council logo is
missing from Bostonair, that’ll annoy the
webmaster.

Integration can be an issue. Rotherham’s
monitoring site seems a little out on a limb.

Watch out that you can navigate around
pages. Halton has a nice site, but it’s hard
to get around. North Lincs’ layout is a little
awkward, but its all there.

It’s hard to judge some sites where air
quality is wrapped up in wider
environmental issues. Camden’s Green
Camden website is great and includes
useful air quality information, and
travelfootprint.com (see box p10) to which
all air quality sites should link to.

In summary, you may not have the means
to do a good air quality website, but
everyone has the means to link to two or
three sites which provide good information
(see following pages). And don’t be too
proud to link to other local authority sites –
we have nothing but admiration for
Waverley (in Surrey) for referring residents

GGoooodd  bbrraannddiinngg  ffrroomm  WWaarrrriinnggttoonn

PPoorrttssmmoouutthh  hhaass  aa  wweellll  bbrraannddeedd  PPoorrttaaiirr ssiittee  bbuutt  iitt’’ss  hhaarrdd  ttoo  ffiinndd

AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB
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● from page seven

BBuurrnnlleeyy  aaiirr  qquuaalliittyy::  aa  ssiimmppllee  pphhoottoo,,  bbuutt  iitt  lliivveennss  uupp  tthhee  ppaaggeess  nnoo  eenndd

LLeeiicceesstteerr''ss  ccoonnssttaannttllyy  cchhaannggiinngg  ssttoocckk  sshhoottss  ooff  ppoolllluuttiioonn  aanndd  tthhee
eennvviirroonnmmeenntt  mmaakkee  iitt  llooookk aass  tthhoouugghh  tthhee  ppaaggee  iiss  bbeeiinngg  uuppddaatteedd  aallll
tthhee  ttiimmee

CCaassttllee  MMoorrppeetthh’’ss  rreemmiinnddeerr  ooff  hhooww  iitt  wwaass



AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB

Chiltern District Council
Doncaster MBC
Ellesmere Port & Neston BC
City of York Council
Bristol City Council
Barnsley MBC
Swansea City Council
West Sussex CC
Aylesbury Vale District Council
Brighton and Hove Council
East Riding of Yorkshire Council
Portsmouth City Council
Blyth Valley District Council
Cheltenham Borough Council
Mid Devon District Council
Shrewsbury & Atcham BC
Spelthorne Borough Council
Vale of White Horse DC
Ashford Borough Council
Brentwood Borough Council
Cambridgeshire County Council
Chesterfield Borough Council
Oxford City Council
Rotherham MBC
Walsall MBC
Waverley Borough Council
Aberdeen City Council
Cambridge City Council
Camden, London Borough of
Carlisle City Council
Chelmsford Borough Council
Cookstown DC
Ealing, London Borough of
Halton Borough Council
Herefordshire Council
Hillingdon, London Borough of
Leeds City Council
Liverpool City Council
North East Lincolnshire Council
Sefton MBC
Sheffield City Council
Slough Borough Council
South Cambridgeshire DC
St Albans District Council
Wakefield MBC
Warrington Borough Council
Selby DC
Corporation of the City of London
Sutton, London Borough of
Wandsworth, London Borough of
Babergh District Council
Boston Borough Council
Darlington Borough Council
Dover District Council
Eastbourne Borough Council
Hambleton District Council
Hounslow, London Borough of
Luton Borough Council
Mid Bedfordshire District Council
New Forest District Council
Newcastle-under-Lyme BC
North Lincolnshire Council

����� �����
����� �����
����� �����
����� ����
����� ����
����� ����
����� ���
����� ���
����� ���
����� ��
����� ��
����� �
���� �����
���� �����
���� ����
���� ����
���� ����
���� ����
���� ���
���� ���
���� ���
���� ���
���� ���
���� ���
���� ���
���� ���
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� ��
���� �
���� �
���� �
��� ����
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���
��� ���

Oxfordshire CC
Poole Borough Council
Preston Borough Council
Reading Borough Council
Reigate and Banstead BC
Richmond, London Borough of
South Ayrshire DC
South Tyneside MBC
Tower Hamlets, London Borough of
Wealden District Council
West Wiltshire District Council
Westminster, London Borough of
Aberdeenshire Council
Arun District Council
Ashfield District Council
Basildon District Council
Bath & North East Somerset
Bexley Council
Birmingham City Council
Blaenau Gwent DC
Bournemouth Borough Council
Bracknell Forest Borough Council
Breckland District Council
Broxbourne Borough Council
Bury Mbc
Castle Morpeth Borough Council
Charnwood Borough Council
Dudley MBC
East Hampshire District Council
East Hertfordshire District Council
Gateshead Metropolitan BC
Gedling Borough Council
Glasgow City Council
Gloucester City Council
Greenwich, London Borough of
Guildford Borough Council
Hammersmith & Fulham, LB
Hastings Borough Council
Islington, London Borough of
Lambeth, London Borough of
Leicester City Council
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LLOOCCAALL  AAUUTTHHOORRIITTYY  WWEEBBSSIITTEESS  RRAANNKKEEDD
KKeeyy::  TThhee  mmoorree  ssmmiilleeyyss  tthhee  bbeetttteerr..  AA  ffiivvee  bblloobb  ‘‘qquuaalliittyy’’  ssiittee  wwiillll
hhaavvee  ggoooodd  ggrraapphhiiccss  aanndd  bbee  jjaamm  ppaacckkeedd  ffuullll  ooff  iinnffoorrmmaattiioonn  aanndd
vviissiittoorrss  wwiillll  wwaanntt  ttoo  ccoommee  bbaacckk..  AA  ffiivvee  bblloobb  ‘‘ffiinnddaabbiilliittyy’’  wweebbssiittee
wwiillll  hhaavvee  aa  lliinnkk  oonn  tthhee  ffrroonntt  ppaaggee  ––  aa  oonnee  rraattiinngg  ssiittee  wwiillll  bbee  hhaarrdd
ttoo  ffiinndd  eevveenn  iiff  llooookkiinngg  ffoorr  iitt

AAuutthhoorriittyy QQuuaalliittyy FFiinnddaabbiilliittyy

AAuutthhoorriittyy QQuuaalliittyy FFiinnddaabbiilliittyy

� Sites were visited in August and rated on an entirely
subjective and non-scientific basis against ‘ease of finding’ and
‘quality of site’ criteria. Some sites were unavailable, it is
possible some air quality websites were missed, and probable
that many will disagree with our rankings. We will scoop up
corrections and comments in a future issue.
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● continued overleaf

MMoorree  YYoorrkksshhiirree  ggrreeaattss::  EEaasstt  YYoorrkkss



AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB

Alnwick District Council
Amber Valley BC
Anglesey Council
Angus
Argyll and Bute
Barking and Dagenham, LB
Barrow-in-Furness BC
Bedford Borough Council
Belfast City Council
Berwick Upon Tweed DC
Blaby District Council
Bolsover District Council
Bolton Mbc
Braintree District Council

Brent, London Borough of
Bridgend County BC
Broadland District Council
Broxtowe Borough Council
Buckinghamshire CC
Calderdale Mbc
Canterbury City Council
Caradon District Council
Cardiff City Council
Castlepoint
Chichester District Council
Chorley Borough Council
City of Bradford
City of Worcester

Colchester Borough Council
Conwy DC
Copeland Borough Council
Corby DC
Cotswold District Council
Craigavon DC
Craven District Council
Crewe and Nantwich BC
Croydon, London Borough of
Dacorum Borough Council
Dartford Borough Council
Denbighshire CC
Derby City Council
Derry City Council

Dumfries and Galloway
Durham City Council
Easington District Council
East Ayrshire DC
East Cambridgeshire Dc
East Devon DC
East Dunbartonshire DC
East Lindsey DC
East Lothian
East Northamptonshire
East Staffordshire BC
Eastleigh Borough Council

Quality of sites: ‘average’ local authorities

Lewes District Council
Monmouthshire Council
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, City of
Newham, London Borough of
North West Leicestershire DC
Northampton Borough Council
Plymouth City Council
Powys CC
Redcar & Cleveland Council
Restormel Borough Council
Rugby Borough Council
Sandwell MBC
South Bedfordshire BC
South Bucks District Council
South Hams District Council
South Holland DC
South Norfolk District Council
South Oxfordshire District Council
Suffolk County Council
Tewkesbury Borough Council
Tunbridge Wells Borough Council
Waltham Forest, London Borough of
Watford BC
West Somerset District Council
Winchester City Council
Wrexham County Borough Council
Wycombe District Council
Wyre Forest District Council
Adur District Council
Basingstoke and Deane BC
Bromsgrove District Council
Burnley Borough Council
Congleton Borough Council
Coventry City Council
Crawley Borough Council
Dundee City Council
East Sussex CC
Elmbridge Borough Council
Exeter City Council
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Gosport Borough Council
Gravesham Borough Council
Hackney, London Borough of
Ipswich Borough Council
Kensington & Chelsea, RB
Lancaster City Council
Maidstone Borough Council
North Lanarkshire
North Norfolk District Council
South Somerset District Council
Stockton-on-Tees Borough Council
Thurrock District Council
Tonbridge and Malling BC
Woking Borough Council
Worthing Borough Council
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AAuutthhoorriittyy QQuuaalliittyy FFiinnddaabbiilliittyy AAuutthhoorriittyy QQuuaalliittyy FFiinnddaabbiilliittyy

HHiilllliinnggddoonn  hhaass  aa
ssoopphhiissttiiccaatteedd  eemmiissssiioonnss
iinnvveennttoorryy  ppaaggee

Camden Council is encouraging residents to Go the Green Mile
with the UK's first environmental impact calculator launched
with the Clear Zone Partnership.

www.travelfootprint.org is claimed to be the first in the UK to
allow people to calculate and compare the life cycle air
pollution and green house gas emission impacts of different
types of transport, including walking, cycling, rail, flying, driving
and London underground trains. 

Travelfootprint is also the first site of its kind that allows
travellers to find out the least polluting mode of transport for
their journey - from planes, to Tube trains and automobiles.

Gloria Esposito told us: “The launch of Travelfootprint is part
of Camden's long-term strategy to build a sustainable borough
and reduce air pollution and carbon dioxide emissions from
transport. The aim of Travelfootprint is to help local residents
and businesses understand the environmental impacts
associated with different forms of transport, and consider the
most sustainable travel option when planning their journeys. 

Air quality in Camden is directly related to emissions from
transportation.By reducing these emissions, the Council can
improve air quality and also help to tackle climate change. 

Camden’s travelfootprint site
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� continued above right
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‘Average’ local authorities (continued from bottom left)

Eden District Council
Enfield, London Borough of
Epping Forest District Council
Epsom & Ewell Bc
Erewash Borough Council
Falkirk BC
Fareham Borough Council
Fenland District Council
Fermanagh DC
Forest Heath DC
Forest of Dean DC
Fylde Borough Council
Harborough District Council
Haringey, LB
Harlow District Council
Harrogate Borough Council
Harrow, London Borough of
Hart District Council
Hartlepool Borough Council
Hertsmere Borough Council
Hinckley and Bosworth
Horsham District Council
Huntingdonshire DC
Inverclyde DC
Kennet District Council
Kent CC
Kerrier District Council
Kettering Borough Council
King's Lynn and W Norfolk
Kirklees Metropolitan Council
Knowsley MBC
Lewisham, LB
Lisburn DC

Macclesfield Borough Council
Magherafelt DC
Maldon District Council
Malvern Hills DC
Manchester City Council
Medway Council
Mendip District Council
Merton London Borough of
Mid Suffolk DC
Mid Sussex District Council
Middlesbrough BC
Milton Keynes BC
Newark and Sherwood DC
Newtonabbey DC
North Ayrshire DC
North Cornwall DC
North East Derbyshire
North Hertfordshire DC
North Kesteven DC
North Shropshire DC
North Somerset Council
North Warwickshire BC
North Wiltshire DC
Norwich City Council
Oadby & Wigston Dc
Orkney Isles
Pendle BC
Penwith DC
Perth and Kinross
Peterborough Council
Purbeck DC
Redditch Borough Council
Renfrewshire DC
Rhondda Cynon Taff

Rochford District Council
Runnymede BC
Rushcliffe Borough Council
Rushmoor BC
Rutland County Council
Ryedale District Council
Salford Mbc
Salisbury District Council
Scarborough BC
Scottish Borders
Sevenoaks DC
Shetland Isles
Solihull MBC
Somerset CC
South Gloucestershire DC
South Kesteven DC
South Lakeland DC
South Ribble BC
South Shropshire DD
South Staffordshire
Southampton Council
Southend BC
Southwark, LB
St Helens Mbc
Stafford Borough Council
Staffordshire Moorlands DC
Stevenage BC
Stockport MBC
Strabane DC
Stratford on Avon DC
Suffolk Coastal DC
Sunderland City Council
Surrey Heath C
Swindon Borough Council

Tameside MBC
Tandridge District Council
Teignbridge District Council
Telford & Wrekin Council
Test Valley Borough Council
Thanet District Council
Torbay Borough Council
Torfaen DC
Trafford Metropolitan BC
Uttlesford District Council
Vale of Glamorgan Council
Vale Royal Borough Council
Wansbeck District Council
Warwick District Council
Warwickshire CC
Waveney District Council
Wellingborough BC
Welwyn Hatfield DC
West Berkshire
West Devon BC
West Dorset DC
West Dunbartonshire
West Lancashire DC
West Lindsey
West Oxfordshire DC
Wigan MBC
Windsor & Maidenhead
Wokingham DC
Wolverhampton MBC
Wychavon DC
Wyre Borough Council

....our ‘below average’ local authority sites
Allerdale Borough Council
Antrim
Ards
Armagh
Ballymena
Ballymoney
Banbridge District Council
Barnet, London Borough of
Bassetlaw District Council
Bedfordshire CC
Blackburn with Darwen
Borough Council
Blackpool Borough Council
Bromley Council, LB
Caerphilly DC
Cannock Chase DC
Carmarthenshire DC
Carrick DC
Carrickfergus DC
Castlereagh DC
Ceredigion DC
Cherwell District Council
Cheshire CC
Chester City Council
Chester-le-Street DC
Christchurch Borough Council
Clackmannanshire
Coleraine Borough Council
Cornwall County Council
Cumbria CC
Daventry District Council

Derbyshire County Council
Derbyshire Dales DC
Derwentside District Council
Devon CC
Dorset County Council
Down DC
Dungannon DC
Durham County Council
East Dorset District Council
East Renfrewshire DC
Edinburgh City Council
Essex CC
Fife CC
Flintshire DC
Gloucestershire CC
Great Yarmouth BC
Gwynedd CC
Hampshire CC
Havant Borough Council
Havering, London Borough of
Hertfordshire CC
High Peak Borough Council
Highland Council
Hyndburn Borough Council
Isle of Wight Council
Jersey (Channel Isles)
Kingston upon Thames, RB
Kingston-upon-Hull CC
Lancashire CC
Larne DC
Leicestershire County Council

Lichfield District Council
Limavady DC
Lincoln City Council
Lincolnshire CC
Mansfield District Council
Melton Borough Council
Merthyr DC
Midlothian Council
Mole Valley District Council
Moray DC
Moyle Council
Neath Port Talbot
Newport
Newry and Mourne
Norfolk CC
North Devon District Council
North Dorset District Council
North Down
North Tyneside Council
North Yorkshire CC
Northamptonshire CC
Northumberland CC
Nottingham City Council
Nottinghamshire CC
Nuneaton and Bedworth BC
Oldham MBC
Omagh 
Oswestry
Pembrokeshire CC
Redbridge, London Borough
Ribble Valley DC

Richmondshire DC
Rochdale MBC
Rossendale MBC
Rother District Council
Sedgefield Borough Council
Sedgemoor District Council
Shepway District Council
Shropshire CC
South Derbyshire DC
South Lanarkshire Council
South Northamptonshire DC
St Edmundsbury Bc
Staffordshire County Council
Stirling BC
Stoke-on-Trent City Council
Stroud District Council
Surrey County Council
Swale Borough Council
Tamworth Borough Council
Taunton Deane BC
Teesdale District Council
Tendring District Council
Three Rivers District Council
Torridge District Council
Tynedale District Council
Wear Valley District Council
West Lothian
Weymouth and Portland BC
Wiltshire CC
Wirral, MBC
Worcestershire CC
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The best stay good – with many
improvements in the middle ground –
is the way to sum up our feelings for

our 2008 review of non-local authority
sites.

These ‘others’ include suppliers,
academics, governments and local authority
consortia and with such a varied audience,
it is hard to make firm comparisons. But we
try – unashamedly – to take a value
judgement as to the intended audience when
ranking looks, content, usefulness and links.

Previous year’s winners include
Care4Air and Londonair – but this year
(I’m afraid) its Care4Air once again
despite some horrid green colours creeping
in.

Care4Air continues to impress us with its
content and vision that we’ve outlined
numerous times before. There’s Care4Air
TV, announcements, Youtube channels,
awards and news. Mark Daly and the team
behind Care4Air really are making a very
big difference to the world of air quality
through this site and other achievements.

We’d like to recognise
Bucksairquality.net as our runner up. This
site for Bucks and its local authorities has
been produced by Ben Coakley of Chiltern

who has done
consistently well with
his Chiltern
masterpiece (see local
authorities, p5).

The Bucks site has
everything from
information for kids to
easy-to-understand
health effect
information. At the top
of the page is clear
data on current air
quality, and the
graphics are excellent.
When you consider
that many counties
struggle to even
mention air quality on
their websites, this is a
fabulous achievement.

The gap between 
our number one and
our runners up is very small indeed, and all
could argue with us about why they weren’t
at the top. If you tot up the ‘smileys’, you
can see that actually Bucks, Care4Air ,
Enviro Technology and Londonair all get a
total of 19.

We like Enviro
Technology’s site
which of course
serves a very different
purpose to ‘public
information’ sites, so
visit it with that in
mind. The site is
bright, easy to
navigate and is a real
credit to the firm.

Londonair remains
excellent, the news

remains particularly good and current
pollution displayed on the home page
always makes your visit seem worthwhile.

We comment on other sites through our
rankings table and captions on the following
pages. But we would like to highlight
notable improvements for Cornwall, Essex
and Heathrow Airwatch.

We think UK webmasters will do well to
look at some of the US sites we’ve
highlighted (for instance Airdefenders,
Smog City and Planet Polluto) which
include cartoon videos of air quality issues. 

Such sites suggest that while the UK is
good, it can get better still….

WWhhoo  ssaaiidd  aaiirr
qquuaalliittyy  wwaass  nniicchhee??
AAggiiuuss’’ss  vviissiittoorr
ccoouunntteerr

AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB

Best of the rest
Strong contenders once again make
judging difficult for our 2008 review
of non-local authority sites

2nd

3rd

1st

22nd

EEnnvviirroo  TTeecchhnnoollooggyy’’ss  ssiittee  iiss  ggrreeaatt  ffoorr  aa  hhuummbbllee  mmoonniittoorr  ssuupppplliieerr

RReegguullaarrllyy  uuppddaatteedd  nneewwss  aanndd  jjoobbss  mmaakkeess  tthhiiss  ssiittee  wwoorrtthh  vviissiittiinngg

TTrruusstt  CCaarree44AAiirr  ttoo  bbee  rriigghhtt  uupp  tthheerree..  SSoommee  nnoonn--SSoouutthh  YYoorrkkss  llooccaall
aauutthhoorriittiieess  lliinnkk  ttoo  tthhiiss  aass  iitt’’ss  ssoo  ggoooodd  ––  aanndd  wwhhyy  nnoott
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11 SSoouutthh  YYoorrkkss  CCaarree44AAiirr wwwwww..ccaarree44aaiirr..oorrgg ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺
Continuous updating for an already excellent site. Colour is getting a bit chaotic

22 BBuucckkss  AAiirr  NNeett wwwwww..bbuucckkssaaiirrqquuaalliittyy..nneett ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺
The depth of the information is staggering – from R&A to health, to education packs

33 EEnnvviirroo  TTeecchhnnoollooggyy  SSeerrvviicceess  wwwwww..eett..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺
Even better than last year, we really like this site (apart from linking to defunct air quality magazine websites!)

44 LLoonnddoonnaaiirr wwwwww..lloonnddoonnaaiirr..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
Our winner last year, it hasn’t faded or been neglected. Always something new on the site – links great

55 wwwwww..aaiirrqquuaalliittyy..ccoo..uukk wwwwww..aaiirrqquuaalliittyy..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
Very, very comprehensive, but a little daunting because of that.

66 KKeennttaaiirr wwwwww..kkeennttaaiirr..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
Good site – and now has whizzy Google Earth feature for viewing air quality

77 NNoorrtthheerrnn  IIrreellaanndd  AAQQ wwwwww..aaiirrqquuaalliittyynnii..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
Another regional site from AEA – extra marks for engaging and clear ‘kids corner’

88 SSccoottllaanndd  aaiirr  qquuaalliittyy wwwwww..ssccoottttiisshhaaiirrqquuaalliittyy..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
An AEA designed site that neatly brings together the Scottish air quality scene

99 AAiirr  QQuuaalliittyy  BBuulllleettiinn ssiittee wwwwww..aaiirr--qquuaalliittyy--bbuulllleettiinn..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺
News updated every month so always worth checking. Rather basic looking – proprietor is suspicious of web geeks!

1100 AAiirrsshhaarree hhttttpp::////aaiirrsshhaarree..iinnffoo ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
Busy US site with lessons for the UK in tying together air initiatives. News has disappeared. Links are fascinating

1111 SSuusssseexx  AAiirr  NNeett wwwwww..ssuusssseexx--aaiirr..nneett ☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
Fact-packed site with healthy news area to make repeat visits worthwhile

1122 CCoorrnnwwaallll  AAQQ  FFoorruumm wwwwww..ccoorrnnwwaallll--aaiirrqquuaalliittyy..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺
Ah-ha, it’s had a facelift! Much better. If we’re being picky, don’t like the rolling news cast or its font.

1133 LLooccaall  aauutthhoorriittyy  AAQQ  ssuuppppoorrtt wwwwww..llaaqqmmssuuppppoorrtt..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺
Combines monitoring and modelling helpdesk effectively

1144 WWeellsshh  AAiirr  QQuuaalliittyy  FFoorruumm wwwwww..wweellsshhaaiirrqquuaalliittyy..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
AEA has done well (again) with this Wales air quality website

1155 PPllaanneett  PPoolllluuttoo wwwwww..ppllaanneettppoolllluuttoo..ccoomm ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺
Brilliant colourful interactive US site

1166 AAccttiioonn  PPllaann  AApppprraaiissaall  HHeellppddeesskk wwwwww..aaiirrqquuaalliittyy..ccoo..uukk//aarrcchhiivvee//aaccttiioonnppllaann..pphhpp ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
Taken over by AEA and improved a bit

1177 UUWWEE  AAQQMM  cceennttrree wwwwww..uuwwee..aacc..uukk//aaqqmm ☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
Packed full of information but we still struggle to see past the brash red colour. Links are very good

1188 HHeeaatthhrrooww  AAiirrwwaattcchh                  wwwwww..hheeaatthhrroowwaaiirrwwaattcchh..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺
Well if you’re going to trample on an area’s air quality, you might as well give it a good website. Nice revamp

1199 EEPPUUKK wwwwww..eennvviirroonnmmeennttaall--pprrootteeccttiioonn..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺
Former NSCA site is much improved but let down by an apparent lack of links

2200 AAiirrnnooww hhttttpp::////aaiirrnnooww..ggoovv ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺
A US site that demonstrates that there are still plenty of directions for UK sites to head

2211 HHeerrttss  aanndd  BBeeddss                                    wwwwww..hheerrttssbbeeddssaaiirr..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺
A good regional site run by ERG

2222 IInnsstt  ooff  AAQQ  MMaannaaggeemmeenntt wwwwww..iiaaqqmm..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺
Better looking since revamp – challenge will be to keep it up to date

The rankings: non local authority
RRaannkk OOrrggaanniissaattiioonn WWeebb  aaddddrreessss GGoooodd

llooookkiinngg
CCoonntteenntt HHeellppffuull LLiinnkkss

AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB

NNoorrtthheerrnn  IIrreellaanndd’’ss  AAEEAA--ddeessiiggnneedd  ssiittee  hhaass  aa  ccoolloouurrffuull  kkiiddss  ccoorrnneerr
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7th

NNiiccee  rreeddeessiiggnn  ffoorr  HHeeaatthhrrooww  AAiirrwwaattcchh

18th
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2233 TTrraavveellffoooottpprriinntt..oorrgg wwwwww..ttrraavveellffoooottpprriinntt..oorrgg ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺
Calculate your air quality footprint with this useful site

2244 CCaalliiffoorrnniiaann  AAiirr  RReessoouurrccee  BBooaarrdd wwwwww..aarrbb..ccaa..ggoovv ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺
Lots going on here, if only Defra or the Environment Agency could look like this. Check out the kids Knowzone

2255 EERRGG  KKiinnggss  CCoolllleeggee wwwwww..eerrgg..kkccll..aacc..uukk ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺
ERG site does its job underneath the Londonair shadow

2266 AAiirr  QQuuaalliittyy  DDaattaa wwwwww..aaiirrqquuaalliittyyddaattaa..ccoomm ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺
This service deserves to flourish, the site looks good and integrates well in member-local authorities

2277 UUSS  EEPPAA wwwwww..eeppaa..ggoovv//aaiirr ☺☺ ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺
The US Environmental Protection Agency tries to make sense of a pile of info. Does quite well

2288 AAiirr  MMoonniittoorrss wwwwww..aaiirrmmoonniittoorrss..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺
Sir Alan Sugar would love this site: looks good, it’s clear what they are selling and it’s clear what they do

2299 NNaattll  AAttmm..  EEmmiissssiioonnss  IInnvveennttoorryy wwwwww..nnaaeeii..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺
Not bad for a data site with a very dull sounding name

3300 CCooaalliittiioonn  ffoorr  cclleeaann  aaiirr wwwwww..ccooaalliittiioonnffoorrcclleeaannaaiirr..oorrgg ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺
US campaigner site that’s bright, cheerful and informative

3311 SSmmoogg  CCiittyy wwwwww..ssmmooggcciittyy..ccoomm ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺
Fiddle with pollutants and see what the impacts are in this colourful US site

3322 AAiirrppaarriiff wwwwww..aaiirrppaarriiff..aassssoo..ffrr ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺
The French even make air quality look stylish

3333 AAiirr  DDeeffeennddeerrss hhttttpp::////wwwwww..aaiirrddeeffeennddeerrss..oorrgg// ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
You just HAVE to look at this US site aimed at kids. Seek. Identify. Resolve. Mission. Wow. Listen to Burn barrel blues

3344 AAUURRNN wwwwww..bbvv--aauurrnnssiitteeiinnffoo..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺
Good looking site targetting the very specific need to list monitoring sites

3355 UUWWEE  AAQQ  RReevviieeww  &&  AAsssseessssmmeenntt wwwwww..uuwwee..aacc..uukk//aaqqmm//rreevviieeww ☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺
This is sticking out like a sore thumb and needs a revamp. Everyone else has

3366 AAiirr  QQuuaalliittyy  CCoonnssuullttaannttss wwwwww..aaqqccoonnssuullttaannttss..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺
Good looking consultant’s site with solid information on offer

3377 RRuuggbbyy  iinn  PPlluummee wwwwww..rruuggbbyyttoowwnn..bbllooggssppoott..ccoomm ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺
Rugby in Plume blog: how to be a thorn in the backside of the authorities

3399 SSEEPPAA wwwwww..sseeppaa..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺
Job-useful and far more user friendly than the hideous English agency’s effort

4400 SSaaddlleerr  CCoonnssuullttaannttss wwwwww..aaiirrqquuaalliittyyppoolliiccyy..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺
Modest, functional small-firm website with useful www.lowemissionzones.eu website

4411 CCaasseellllaa  MMeeaassuurreemmeenntt wwwwww..ccaasseellllaammeeaassuurreemmeenntt..ccoomm ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺
Nice and tidy but not much new stuff

RRaannkk OOrrggaanniissaattiioonn GGoooodd
llooookkiinngg CCoonntteenntt HHeellppffuull LLiinnkkss

Winning US hearts and mind through the kids

Not everything coming out of the US is bad. American kids are targetted
by a number of particularly bright and informative websites on air quality.    

PPllaanneett  PPoolllluuttoo is great – the Pollutonians need your help! In AAiirr
DDeeffeennddeerrss, an animated cartoon explains impacts and actions on air
quality in ‘cool’ kids terms. KKnnoowwzzoonnee has clickable characters and SSmmoogg
CCiittyy makes great use of colours to let users select pollution levels and
impacts.

UK sites, such as Chiltern, Doncaster, York and Care4Air, have elements
of what can be seen above – but few do it quite as well as these.
Now you know what your target is next year!

AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB
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4422 LLaakkeess  EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall wwwwww..llaakkeess--eennvviirroonnmmeennttaall..ccoomm ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
Colourful site from dispersion modelling software vendor

4433 RRaayymmoonndd  AAggiiuuss’’  WWeebbssiittee wwwwww..aaggiiuuss..ccoomm//hheeww//rreessoouurrccee//aaiirrqquuaall..hhttmm ☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺
All sorts of academic resources here, lots to find out. 1.6m visitors can’t be wrong

4444 WWeesstt  LLoonnddoonn  AAQQ  GGrroouupp wwwwww..wweessttlloonnddoonnaaiirrqquuaalliittyy..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺
Bright and breezy site from the active West London Cluster

4455 EEMMAAQQ hhttttpp::////eemmaaqq..aaeeaatt..ccoomm ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺
Worth a visit just to see the colourful photos. We are still not quite sure why things like links are password protected

4466 EEnnvviirrooppeeddiiaa wwwwww..aaiirr--qquuaalliittyy..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺
Gives a good overview for those with a casual interest

4477 AAiirr  QQuuaalliittyy  iinn  EEuurrooppee wwwwww..aaiirrqquuaalliittyynnooww..eeuu ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
Interesting snapshot of current air quality in Europe 

4488 EEsssseexx  AAQQ  CCoonnssoorrttiiuumm wwwwww..eesssseexxaaiirr..oorrgg ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
Essex authorities pool information nicely with useful revamp

4499 SSnniiffffeerr wwwwww..ssnniiffffeerr..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
Nicely revamped site for Scottish and NI research

5500 EEuurrooppeeaann  CCoommmmiissssiioonn                          hhttttpp::////eecc..eeuurrooppaa..eeuu//eennvviirroonnmmeenntt//aaiirr ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺☺
Prominent ‘what’s new’ means you can pick out the important stuff

5511 EEggnniiooll wwwwww..eeggnniiooll..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺
Eyecatching site. But Sir Alan wouldn’t like it as the ‘ee’ logo is a bit vague as to what it is

5522 OOzzoonneewweebb wwwwww..eeeeaa..eeuurrooppaa..eeuu//mmaappss//oozzoonnee//mmaapp ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
Sophisticated interactive map on where the ozone is

5533 BBrreeeezzee wwwwww..bbrreeeezzee--ssooffttwwaarree..ccoomm ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺
Surprisingly bright and cheerful site from Aermod supplier

5544 CClleeaanneerr  VVeehhiicclleess  CCaammppaaiiggnn wwwwww..cclleeaanneerrvveehhiicclleess..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺☺☺ ☺ ☺☺ ☺☺
Manchester seems to be backing off from action on air quality – this site seems neglected too

5555 AADDMM wwwwww..aabboouuttaaiirr..ccoomm ☺☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺
You don’t have to be big to look good

5566 AAPPIISS  AAiirr  ppoollllnn..  iinnffoo..  ssyysstteemm wwwwww..aappiiss..aacc..uukk ☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
Find out what’s being emitted in your backyard

5577 CCaammppaaiiggnn  ffoorr  CClleeaann  AAiirr  iinn  LLoonnddoonn      wwwwww..cclleeaannaaiirriinnlloonnddoonn..oorrgg ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
A basic but useful website that doesn’t do justice to the most influential air quality campaigner in the UK

5588 TTyynnee  aanndd  WWeeaarr hhttttpp::////eennvviiwweebb..ssuunnddeerrllaanndd..aacc..uukk ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺
Bit clunky and neglected, information doesn’t shine through

5599 IIaappsscc wwwwww..iiaappsscc..oorrgg..uukk ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
Does the job, just

6600 AAiirrtteexxtt wwwwww..aaiirrtteexxtt..iinnffoo ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺☺ ☺
Worthy but ultimately disappointing forecasting website

6611 CCEERRCC wwwwww..cceerrcc..ccoo..uukk ☺☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺
Nitty gritty site from Cerc

6622 EEnnvv  AAggeennccyy  AAQQ  ppaaggeess wwwwww..eennvviirroonnmmeenntt--aaggeennccyy..ggoovv..uukk ☺☺ ☺☺☺☺ ☺ ☺
We despair of its awfulness. There is useful stuff on it, but you’ll never find it

6633 AAiirr--QQuuaalliittyy..NNeett  ((EEMMCC  ssiittee)) wwwwww..aaiirr--qquuaalliittyy..nneett ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺
Good intentions, and what’s there works well

6644 WWeesstt  MMiiddllaannddss  AAiirr wwwwww..wwmmaaiirr..oorrgg ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺☺ ☺
Basic site from West Midlands. Disappointing given this is the UK’s second largest conurbation

RRaannkk OOrrggaanniissaattiioonn WWeebb  aaddddrreessss GGoooodd
llooookkiinngg

CCoonntteenntt HHeellppffuull LLiinnkkss

CCoorrnnwwaallll  hhaass  mmuucchh  iimmpprroovveedd  iitt’’ss
ffoorruumm  wweebbssiittee..

MMiikkee  RRoobbeerrttss,,  cchhaaiirrmmaann  ooff  tthhee
CCoorrnnwwaallll  AAiirr  QQuuaalliittyy  FFoorruumm  ttoolldd  AAQQBB::
““IItt’’ss  aa  ffaannttaassttiicc  mmoovvee  ffoorr  tthhee  CCAAQQFF..
AAiirr  qquuaalliittyy  aass  aa  wwhhoollee  iiss  vveerryy  ggoooodd  iinn
CCoorrnnwwaallll,,  bbuutt  iinn  ssoommee  ttoowwnnss  wwiitthh
nnaarrrrooww  ssttrreeeettss  oorr  bbuussyy  aapppprrooaacchheess
wwee  ddoo  ffiinndd  eexxcceeeeddeenncceess  ooff  aaiirr  qquuaalliittyy
gguuiiddeelliinneess,,  wwhhiicchh  wwee  aaiimm  ttoo  rreessoollvvee..  

““TThhee  wweebbssiittee  aalllloowwss  tthhee  ppuubblliicc  ttoo
ddoowwnnllooaadd  oouurr  llaatteesstt  rreeppoorrttss,,  ggiivviinngg
oouurr  wwoorrkk  aa  ddeeggrreeee  ooff  ttrraannssppaarreennccyy,,
ssoommeetthhiinngg  tthhaatt  wwee  ffeeeell  iiss  iinnccrreeddiibbllyy
iimmppoorrttaanntt..  IItt  aallssoo  pprroovviiddeess
iinnffoorrmmaattiioonn  oonn  iimmpprroovviinngg  aaiirr  qquuaalliittyy
iinn  CCoorrnnwwaallll,,  eedduuccaattiioonnaall
rreessoouurrcceess  ffoorr  sscchhoooollss  aanndd  gguuiiddaannccee
ffoorr  ddeevveellooppeerrss..””

AIR QUALITY ON THE WEB
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RRuuggbbyy  iinn
PPlluummee  iiss

aass
ffoorrtthhrriigghhtt

aass  eevveerr

37th 12th
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HOT AIR

AAIIRR  QQUUAALLIITTYY  EEVVEENNTTSS  22000088

TTRRYY  OOUURR  OOTTHHEERR  TTIITTLLEESS

@

@

WWhhyy  nnoott  ttrryy  oouurr  ootthheerr  nneewwsslleett--
tteerrss  oonn  nnooiissee  aanndd  
ccoonnttaammiinnaatteedd  llaanndd??  

SSeenndd  yyoouurr  ddeettaaiillss  ffoorr  aa  
nnoo--oobblliiggaattiioonn  ffrreeee  tthhrreeee  mmoonntthh
ttrriiaall  ((iiff  yyoouu  hhaavveenn’’tt  hhaadd  oonnee
aallrreeaaddyy!!))

Jack Pease

AIR QUALITY
BULLETIN

Those following the saga of Olympic air
quality can only have been fascinated to
see BBC and Sky News hacks wielding
monitors to check Beijing air pollution.

In early days there was little need for
this as we had our own David Carruthers
of Cerc running the official air quality
monitoring and forecasting service. But
the results website was abruptly closed
as it appeared that pollution may breach
official levels (and bear in mind that their
‘good’ level is 150µg/m3, three times that
of London).

Imagination can run amok of course.
Did Carruthers get visits in the night from
leather-coated Chinese bruisers
‘encouraging’ him to manipulate the
figures? Did he gallantly refuse in the
name of air quality forcing the authorities
to withdraw the site? And after results
became secret, did Western agents then
demand information from him? 

Carruthers is admitting to nothing so
dramatic, but did tell us that there “was
some considerable disappointment” that
the results had been pulled. 

Cerc is of course involved with
London’s air quality forecasting system.
We hope that the GLA’s fondness of
controlling the press won’t find
Carruthers being tapped on the shoulder
again during the 2012 Olympics….

There’s no love lost between the Bam
and Teom brigade, which always gives us
something to rib them about.

So we have to chuckle at Enviro
Technology’s gentle dig at the Teom. Old
style Teom’s, you may recall, are no
longer considered equivalent by Defra,
while Bams are okay (albeit with a factor).
Last month we posed what we thought
was a rhetoric question on “what to do
with your old Teom”, and Enviro has sent
us this picture by way of an answer – and
issued a challenge…

Duncan Mounsor says: “The perfect
answer to the question ‘what to do with
an old Teom’ is to part-exchange it for a
brand new fully equivalent BAM1020!

“We now have to find more space for

20 or more used non-conforming Teoms
we’ve taken in part exchange. You’ve
heard about the EU wine lake and butter
mountain, well we’ve got the UK Teom
mountain.

“We would like to offer the readers of
AQB the chance to win a bottle of bubbly
for the best idea we receive on what to
do with them. Email info@et.co.uk with
your suggestions!”

Can we apply? We suggested laying
the Teom’s out on the tarmac and hiring
a steamroller for an eyecatching publicity
shot. Or, given that old Teom’s under-
read, we could give them to the Chinese
to make their air quality look better than
it really is (and without having to close
down AQ websites).

17-19th September
PURE INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON THE IMPACTS OF
Pollution in a Changing Urban Environment to be held in
Manchester, www.pureconference.org.uk

22nd-24th September
AIR POLLUTION 2008 
The 16th International Conference on Modelling, Monitoring and
Management of Air Pollution will take place in Skiathos, Greece.
www.wessex.ac.uk/conferences/2008/index.html

10th September
TOOLS FOR AIR QUALITY & CLIMATE CHANGE MANAGEMENT
Emaq workshop to be held in Bradford. www.emaq.aeat.com

17th September
TOOLS FOR AIR QUALITY & CLIMATE CHANGE MANAGEMENT
Emaq workshop to be held in Birmingham. www.emaq.aeat.com

24th September
TOOLS FOR AIR QUALITY & CLIMATE CHANGE MANAGEMENT
Emaq workshop to be held in London. www.emaq.aeat.com

24th-25th September
INHALED PARTICLES
to be held in Manchester www.bohs.org/standardTemplate.aspx/
Home/Events/InhaledParticlesXConference2008/Programme

29th-30th September
13TH EIONET AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT AND ASSESSMENT
workshop to be held in Brussels. website http://air-
climate.eionet.europa.eu/announcements/ann1202829655

15th October
AIR QUALITY UPDATE
EPUK conference to be held in Birmingham, www.environmental-
protection.org.uk

2nd December
DISPERSION MODEL USERS GROUP
Air quality modelling of congested traffic and effective road traffic
improvements, DMUG conference to be held at the Royal Geogra-
phical Society, London www.environmental-protection.org.uk

11th December
IAPSC
Investigation of Air Pollution Standing Conference to be held at
Austin Court, Birmingham  website www.iapsc.org.uk

We now take credit
cards 01737 642283

TTeeoomm’’ss  ppiilliinngg  uupp  aatt  EEnnvviirroo’’ss  HHQQ


