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Ekologicka stopa

- uCetni nastroj pro pocitani ekologickych zdroju

- ruzné kategorie lidské spotfeby jsou prevedeny na plochy
biologicky produktivnich ploch, nezbytné k zajisténi zdroju a
asimilaci odpadu

- dnes 11,2-10° ha biologicky produktivni plochy
-lidstvo vyuziva 16,2-10° ha biologicky aktivni plochy

Primérna ekologicka stopa/obyvatele
= 2,6 gha (globalni hektar) Figure 3. Humanity's Ecological Footprint, 1961-2003
1.4

Biokapacita Zemé/obyvatele = 1,7 gha! 12}
Earth’s Ecological Capacity

1.0
= spotfrebovavame zasoby

= zijjeme na dluh budoucich generaci
= neudrzitelny zpusob zivota !
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Ekologicka stopa — vypocet

- vypocet ekologické stopy vychazi z riznych kategorii ,véci “a ,Cinnosti,
které patri k zivotnimu stylu jedince

- pro danou véc/Cinnost vypocCtena ekologicky produktivni plocha

- jedna polozka spotreby je vetSinou zavisla na vice typech
produktivni plochy (orna puda, pastviny, zastavéna plocha...).

- vysledkem je matice udaju (dil€ich ekologickych stop), které se v
jednom smeru liSi podle typu lidské spotreby a ve druhém smeru
podle typu vyuzivané produktivni zemé

Zastavéné @ COo Ornd @ Pastviny Lesy Vodni @ Celkem
plochy zem& | puda plochy
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Home | Environment | MNews
Sports events leave a giant 'ecological footprint’

10:00 16 April 2005 by Jon Copley

LARGE sporting events have an "ecological footprint” thousands of times the
size of the pitches they are played on. That's according to researchers who
have calculated a sporting event’s environmental impact for the first time.

Andrea Collins of Cardiff University in the UK and her colleagues looked at the
2004 soccer FA Cup final, held at Cardiffs Millennium Stadium. They
converted the energy and resources used on the day of the match into an
ecological footprint - the hypothetical area of land required to support the use
of those resources. Energy consumed, for example, was converted into the
area of forest needed to soak up the carbon dioxide generated in its
production, while food consumption was represented as the amount of
farmland needed to make it. This method gave the match a footprint of 3051
hectares.

Maore than half the footprint came from transport. The 73,000 supporters
collectively travelled nearly 42 million kilometres to reach the match. Fewer
than half travelled by car, but car use generated 68 per cent of the transport
footprint. If those fans had travelled by bus instead the footprint would have
been 399 hectares smaller.

Food was the second-largest contributor, weighing in at 1381 hectares for the
36,500 snacks consumed. The researchers say this could easily be reduced:
for example, substituting all the beef with chicken would have taken 428
hectares off the footprint.

The impact of waste disposal, at 146 hectares, was surprisingly low, says
Collins. Recycling would have trimmed this by 39 hectares.

Collins argues that the footprint is a useful management tool to assess the
effect of activities. "We'd like to see organisations and policy makers look at
the results and hopefully instigate measures to reduce the impact,” she says.

“It's in principle a very good idea,” says environmental statistician and
self-styled "sceptical environmentalist” Bjorn Lombarg of the University of
Aarhus in Denmark. "But how do you translate energy used into an area?”
The size of the footprint depends on what assumptions you make. For
example, calculating the land in terms of windmills to generate the energy
rather than forest cover to soak up COz would give a much smaller footprint.

Home | Science in Society | Opinion

Editorial: The blame-China syndrome

18 June 2008
Magazine issue 2661. Subscribe and save

IT'S open season on China, newly installed as the world's largest emitter of
carbon dioxide. Last week the Metherlands Environmental Assessment
Agency said China's economy was responsible for two-thirds of the global
increase in CO; emissions last year. The week before, the environment group
WWE calculated that China uses 15 per cent of the world's resources. It
builds two coalfired power stations a week, manufactures half the world's
cement and is the world’s largest importer of tropical timber.

The charge sheet is long, and mostly true. But remember that 1 in every & of
the planet’s citizens is Chinese. Looked at in this light, the stats do not look
half as bad. On average, the CO- emissions of a Chinese person are half
those of a European and a quarter those of an American or Australian. Per
capita, China's ecological footprint is below the world average.

Yes, China burns a lot of coal. But last year it also deployed more wind
turbines than any other country. lts recycling businesses are among the
world's largest. It leads the world in aguaculture, helping to protect surviving
ocean fisheries.

Should we at least blame China for its huge population? Go carefully. Its
population would be much higher but for its sometimes coercive efforts to cut
birth rates. Ah yes, China's dodgy human rights record. WWe don't like that
either. Rightly so, perhaps. But we can't have it all ways.



Ekologicka stopa svetoveé rozlozeni
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globalni hektary {gha) na osobu
I

Obdélavana Pastviny Lesy Lovisté ryb Plocha pro Zastavéné Celkem
puda vstiebani CO2 plochy

B 5topana osobu BMEickapacitana osobu

Srovnani stopy a dostupné biokapacity pro soucasti ekologické stopy v CR
(2005)
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Ekologicka stopa - srovnhani

Ve

Total Ecological

Ecological deficit (-)

Total Ecological Ecological deficit

year 2003 Population Footprint or reserve (+) year 2009 Population Footprint  (-) or reserve (+)

(millions) (global ha/person) (global ha/person) (millions) (global ha/person) (global ha/person)

World 6 301,5 2,2 -0,5 World 6 592.9 2.6 -0.8

North America 325,6 9,4 3,7 Africa 942.5 14 0.1

Canada 31,5 7,6 6,9 Asia 3983.9 1.5 -0.8

United States of America 2940 9,6 48 Canada and USA 335.5 8.7 -3.0

Canada 32.6 5.8 11.3

European Union S\FU??) 4544 438 2,6 United States of America 302.8 9.0 -4.6
ustria 8,1 4,9 -1,5

Czech Republic 10’2 1;9 -2,3 Europe 7313 4.5 1.5

: : : Austria 8.3 4.9 -1.9

France 60.1 56 26 Czech Republic 10.2 5.3 -2.7

UL E23 sl e France 61.3 4.6 -1.8

Hungary 9.9 35 -1,5 Germany 82.6 4.0 2.2

Latvia 23 26 4.0 Hungary 10.1 3.2 -0.6

Netherlands 16,1 44 -3,6 Latvia 23 4.6 2.6

Poland 38,6 33 -1.4 Poland 38.1 3.9 -2.0

Slovakia 54 32 -05 Slovakia 5.4 4.9 -2.3

Sweden 8,9 6,1 3,5 Norway 4.7 4.2 1.9

United Kingdom 59,5 5,6 4,0 United Kingdom 60.7 6.1 -4.5

- srovnani s CR

- video
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http://www.hraozemi.cz/modules/staty/svet.php
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=i1HRbDrWAX4
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