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We calculated the ecological footprint of the Umsity of East
Anglia. The ecological footprint is normally calated from how 23%
much an entity (e.g. an individual or a countryhsames in terms
of bioproductive land. However, because it waspustsible within
the scope of this study to calculate the consumm@plogical
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I NTR OD ce, there was no data on wedaked travel. Personal travel to UEA by staff
i udents was estimated as 1353 gha, or 6% cbtbulated footprint.
Since 1986 d as'ax Only 44% of waste has a defined composition witkassociated conversion factor (UK average

biosphere dly, 0 z data). We applied the weighted mean conversiooifactall waste. If we apply it only to the

normally e equiva - known fraction and use a conversion factor of Gfierunknown fraction, the ecological footprint
not living off na st, but cof ~ decreases to 5.6 gha, still slightly higher thanK average of 5.3 gha.
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as nu ludechaimit; eq e S : S g ecological footprint of 1.7 UEA is currently building a 1.4 MW wood fired CHRapt. This will replace an estimated 7.36
d, lamruse o a jical fo i.e. it excludes their lives off GWh of the electricity consumption, decreasingetbelogical footprint conversion factor from 143
ebefore 198 he s travel to campus). Thus, this is gha/GWh for average UK electricity generation (Eab) to 36 gha/GWh for biomass generated
erg waumsed. o er, since the biocapacity is 2.1 gha electricity, leading to a saving of 788 gha, whigla 3.3% reduction of the total footprint. Savings
estithtite rrying cap _’&—r unlikely that students would be on heating are unknown at this point, for instameeause in summer it will depend on extra
stainable it is. n o 1o ng 0.4 gha, though some students live demand on distillation cooling which is currentlgitg planned.
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The ecological footprint of individuals is normably calculated from their personal
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consumption, and not from what they produce intjodis. While this has the advantage that gas 78.72 45

it prevents double counting, this also implies thatesponsibility is attached to what one Energy (GWh) | electricity 12.66} 143 5386
produces. However, we argue that part of the resipitity lies with producers, i.e. that UEA oil 0.22 150

staff share a responsibility of producing the urisigy's outputs in a sustainable manner. The -

decision to calculate a production ecological foiatis also based on pragmatic Built land (ha) 25 5.32 133
considerations: we wanted to keep within the boondédirect UEA activities, and a partial

footprint of students would not be comparable ®dharrying capacity (see above). We divide Water (10°L) 328 0.099 32

the total ecological footprint of UEA by the fuifrte equivalent number of staff (3213,

including PhD students). Since someone who workéEsk full time would normally not car 13051 0.09

produce anything else, this gives a complete primuecological footprint of 7.3 gha, which Transport air No Data| 0.08 1353

is 3.5 times more than the biocapacity. (10%km) trainfous 5944 0.03




