AIR POLLUTION – should the EU tighten regulations?

Introduction

This activity provides a summary of the main arguments used for and against regulation as a means of reducing air pollution. It should also improve your skills in presenting an argument. 

The structure of an argument

In order to decide what we think about the question we have to develop an argument. The minimum requirement for an argument is that there should be a conclusion and some reason to support the conclusion. This activity gives you the opportunity to construct arguments and also to evaluate the quality of reasons used to support an argument. 

Your overall argument is stronger if you also acknowledge that counter-arguments are possible and explained why you reject them. You can select information form the cards to create a counter-argument. You then need to explain why you reject the counter argument and stick with the original conclusion. This is a rebuttal. One possible scheme for such an argument is shown below: 

Reason ( (Conclusion) ( Counter argument ( rebuttal of the counter argument ( Conclusion 

Should the EU combat air pollution from motor vehicles by regulation to impose tighter controls on emissions?
The cards provide two sets of reasons, one set supporting and one set opposing further regulation. Not all the evidence is equally effective. You will use the cards to construct arguments about air pollution in the way described to you by your teacher. 
Examples of cards: 
A huge scientific study has produced the clearest evidence yet that long-term exposure to air pollution causes long cancer. 


The study, published in the Journal of the American Medical Association, involved hundreds of thousands of people in cities across the US – and looked at their health over two decades. 


The researchers found that the death rate form long cancer increased by 8% for every increase of 10 mcg of fine particulate matter per cubic meter. 





In 1998, an influential UK government committee on the effects of air pollution suggested that 10,000 people a year might be dying as a result of particulate pollution. 


In addition to lung cancers and heart disease it has been linked to asthma, and other lung and circulatory diseases. 











The UK is top of the list for asthma, but air pollution cannot be the sole reason for this, there are other very unpolluted countries, such as New Zealand, which are also very high on the list, and there are very polluted countries that have low asthma levels. There must, therefore, be other contributing factors. 





The overall problems are much less serious today than they were just 21 years ago. Average air pollution costs have dropped almost two-thirds, form $3,600 to $1,300. If we go even further back to the 1960s, using lead emissions to estimate the lead pollution load, the costs seem to have been around $4,000-$4,500, indicating an even more dramatic 70% drop in air pollution over the past 39 years. 














