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This is what Lord Berkeley said in the Olympic Debate on June 14th 2010:
Lord Berkeley: 
It appears that the so-called sustainable Olympic Games are going to be held in air that exceeds EU limits for PM10s, which are the small particulates-NOx and SOx-and for which the Government may well be fined £300 million in the next year or so. 
Can this fine or threat of be used in some kind of pump priming?
I want the Olympics to be a success and for them not to be compared with the Games in Beijing in terms of air quality because we ought to do better than that. I talked about this in a debate held on 5 January-I see that the previous Government applied for an extension to the time limit to comply with the PM10, which is the most urgent one-to 2011, but even as we were debating the issue in January, the hourly legal standard for ambient nitrogen dioxide for a whole year was breached in London, exactly as I predicted it would be. We will have more breaches and threats from the European Union unless we sort this out. The coalition Government's comment on air quality on page 17 of their programme is that:

"We will work towards full compliance with European Air Quality standards".

The Liberal Democrats did rather better by saying:

"We will aim to fully meet European air quality targets by 2012".

Perhaps the noble Lord, Lord Shutt, in his Front-Bench role as the coalition spokesman, can make sure that happens. We need an answer on when the Government are going to meet these limits.

The Mayor of London has, frankly, not done very much over the past two years, but he has admitted that 4,300 premature deaths in London each year are due partly to long-term exposure to dangerous airborne particles.
What is the direct and indirect NHS costs including morbidity? 

 It is time that this issue was tackled at a very high level. It is important to discuss the solutions because, while I can go on explaining the problems, it is the solutions that we need to talk about because there are some. The problem with PM10s comes from older diesel engines that do not comply with the latest technical standards, and involves most vehicles that are more than four years old: lorries, buses, taxis, cars et cetera. 
How much is the support for urban buses contributing to the problems?
It is interesting to note that in Paris there is now a plan for all diesel lorries to be banned within the Périphérique and replaced by electric vehicles. The French Government and the mayor of Paris can probably make changes like that more easily than we can, but it certainly would be possible for the Mayor of London to ban diesel vehicles.

Another solution would be to say, "Right. None of these vehicles will be driven around London for the month before and the month of the Olympics", which 
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I believe is what they tried to do in Beijing. We should do better than Beijing, and it is time to take urgent action. We cannot be compared with the air pollution found in Beijing because that is hardly the showcase for London that we want. I know that the mayor is keen to pursue this-the noble Lord, Lord Moynihan, said that he is-but we need action both from the Government and the mayor to get these levels of pollution down.

It seems that the fine is far from definite and that the Government are pretty confident about not incurring it. 

I also found this, published in March, from an HOC Environmental Audit Committee looking into Air Quality:

· Ms Isabel Dedring is Mayoral Adviser on the Environment and she said:

There is a pretty stark funding issue on this [issue of air quality], on both PM10 and

on the NO2 side. On PM10 we are trying to kind of cobble it together out of two bits of TfL funding, and the more you keep pushing, the more you are able to put something together,
In effective and a waste of money so far – a fig leaf – needs closer looking at!
 but it is just not where we need to be, and actually the fact that the European Union have talked about up to a £300 million ®ne is fantastic because it is a great force for us to say, ‘Right, well, we should all be prepared to pay up to £299 million to address this issue’

Q14 Dr Turner: I was just going to ask quickly

whether you were fearful of European penalties, and

you clearly are.
£299m buys a lot of starter, low cost tramways especially as the fine will increase when new targets are not met as per current policy
Ms Dedring: I embrace them!

Q15 Dr Turner: How likely do you think they are?

Ms Dedring: On PM10, as I say, the work that we have done so far has been identifying the policy measures and its rough modelling, but we are quite confident that we can deliver the European standards and, therefore, avoid the fine, but we are just doing the detailed modelling because the nature of air quality is quite complex, so hopefully that will show that we are right and we can actually get there,
What measures are they, they do not appear to be effective so far?
but then it is about making sure that the things that we have said need to happen to deliver that actually do happen. This issue is still not at the level that it needs to be. You were saying earlier about adaptation and is this really in people's minds, in the forefront of people's minds. It is if you are Defra, but actually it needs to be if you are DfT because they are making all the decisions on transport emissions that actually affect air quality and it needs to be a

frontline issue for the Department of Health, so Defra can care about it all it wants, but fundamentally it has got to be a mainstream issue for the other relevant departments, Treasury as well.
Joined up Govt seriously need here possibly a Czar?
 At the London level, there is the same issue, that it is TfL that really needs to get this, not the environment team at City Hall.
Who is buck passing here Tfl or Dft?
Q16 Jo Swinson:You are just touching on what I was about to ask and you might want to expand slightly. 
What is  your assessment of how well different government departments are co-ordinating their

work on dealing with air quality issues? Is it working?
A talking shop which is not very effective!
Ms Dedring: We have got a very good working relationship with Defra which is great. I just think that these issues are not front and centre for somebody like DfT, and again I think that is changing, so that is fantastic, and I think some of the European limit value stuff has really focused people's minds.
How do we capitalise on this apparent step change?
 It is unfortunate that it has had to come to that, but, in a way, it is a good thing, so we are pushing quite hard on different parts of Government, but it is quite difficult because we kind of go and see the DfT and we talk to Defra and we will talk to the Treasury and we will talk to whoever, and it just feels like that is quite hard work and obviously, when you think about the NO2 issue where you have got many cities that are going to be confronting the same problem, it just feels, with the potential for endless discussions without any kind of focus, that co-ordination is going to be quite difficult. I am not sure, but Defra has got the responsibility to deal with this issue, but they do not

have all the levers.
Big elephants stay longer unless herded
Most of the levers sit somewhere else and the funding sits somewhere else, so I do not know what the right solution to that problem is.
Speak to the Czar!(pm10 & nox & sox)
Q17 Jo Swinson: Is it just that it is not high enough up the other government departments' agendas or is it ultimately that there are actually conflicts between the different departments on this issue?

Ms Dedring: I think it is more conflicts between air quality and other issues and how do you sort of balance those things. It is a difficult issue on transport, and again why you would want to deal with it with a lot of advance notice is that the turnover in the street in London, for example, is about 7% a year, so it is not as if half the vehicles are turning round every year, so you want to have a lot of

advance notice of new standards coming in and you just want people to only be able to buy clean

vehicles, and that is the perfect scenario. 
Modal switch to light rail/trams is the major too and will resolve most of this issue
If you do not have that, then you are basically talking about imposing an unexpected cost on individuals or businesses and that cost is either going to be borne by them or it is going to be borne by us because we are going to pay them to upgrade their vehicle, but indirectly it will be borne by them through the tax regime or through some other form of charging, so you just do not want to end up there in the first place.I think it is more that there are certain tensions

between, for example, the carbon agenda and the air quality agenda and sometimes they push in the same direction and sometimes they do not and there is not enough tied-up thinking on that. Even in the GLA, it is hard to constantly remember to balance those two things. 
Carbon credits for light rail/trams based on the modal switch would focus this point and make the mode investment interesting
Combined heat and power is an interesting example where you would want to have biomass fuel CHP plants, but in certain cases actually they can contribute to poor air quality, so we have to be quite careful about how we balance those two things. 
Care use of CHP can give a robust  local power generation capability.
I

think some of that is more accident than design, I guess, in terms of some of the tensions. 

This debate continues forever (and ever and ever) but this is basically the relevant bit.

I can’t find anything on the RoI’s fine and where that money was directed, but I think the potential for such a fine could be used as a good example of how Light Rail/trams etc provide an alternative to buses (especially with the new Route Masters coming out in London). That figure from Lord Berkeley of ‘4,300 premature deaths in London each year are due partly to long-term exposure to dangerous airborne particles’ is pretty disgraceful.
We have to make more mileage out of this sad statistic
Also, in terms of old peoples’ benefits, turns out it pays to be old, the Coalition agreement says:

‘We will protect key benefits for older people such as the winter fuel allowance, free TV licences, free bus travel, and free eye tests and prescriptions.’ 

What a life eh? Not sure if we’d use that or our own policy, but our winter fuel allowance policy wasn’t the most popular. During the election we wanted to keep free bus travel etc so I think that’s pretty clear cut on both sides.
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