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HIGHLIGHTS

This analysis explores the significant 

contribution of cars, trucks, and buses to 

particulate matter air pollution in the 

Northeast and Mid-Atlantic and its 

disproportionate impact on communities of 

color. Clean transportation policies—such as 

those that encourage vehicle electrification, 

cleaner fuels, and reduced driving—will  

help lower these emissions. Additionally, 

policymakers should evaluate investments 

in clean transportation and other clean 

transportation solutions for their ability to 

reduce inequities in exposure to vehicular 

air pollution. Quantitative evidence of  

such inequities in the region’s air pollution 

helps to inform such evaluations.
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Millions of residents in the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic live near major highways and urban centers, 	
and are exposed to high levels of vehicular air pollution; in certain New York City neighborhoods, pollution 
levels are 3.7 times higher than the regional average. People of color are disproportionately exposed to 	
more of this pollution.

Who Bears the Burden?

Inequitable Exposure to Air 
Pollution from Vehicles in the 
Northeast and Mid-Atlantic 

In the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic region, transportation is a significant source of 
both global warming emissions and air pollution (EPA 2019). The region contains 
four of the 20 US metropolitan areas that are most polluted by year-round fine 
particulate matter.1 This air pollution has a significant impact on the health 	  
of the region’s residents, and varies greatly geographically and across different 	
types of community. This analysis from the Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS) 
quantifies the formation of fine particulate matter from on-road vehicles in the 
Northeast and Mid-Atlantic, covering the District of Columbia and 12 states: 	
Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,  
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia. The 
analysis identified the locations and populations most exposed to fine particulate 
matter by measuring its annual average concentration using a 2014 estimate 		
of emissions as input data (EPA 2014). 

Research links exposure to particulate matter smaller than 2.5 micrometers 
in diameter (PM2.5)—20 times smaller than even fine human hair—to increased 
illnesses and deaths, primarily from heart and lung diseases. The use of vehicles 
that burn fossil-based fuels in the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic directly produces 
PM2.5, and, at the same time, produces gases that lead to the formation of 	
additional PM2.5. 

The UCS analysis of annual average PM2.5 concentrations due to cars, 	
trucks, and buses in the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic finds that: 
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PM2.5 is estimated to  
be responsible for about  
95 percent of the global 
public health impacts  
from air pollution.

• 	� The average concentrations of exposures for Latino 	
residents are 75 percent higher, and for Asian American 
residents they are 73 percent higher, than they are for 
white residents. Exposures for African American resi-
dents are 61 percent higher than for white residents. 

• 	� White residents comprise 85 percent of people living 	
in areas with the lowest PM2.5 pollution from on-road 
vehicles. In these areas, pollution is less than half the 
statewide average.

• 	� About 6.5 million African American residents, 6.1 million 
Latino residents, and 3.7 million residents of other races 
(Asian American, Pacific Islander, Native American, 	
multiracial, and residents who self-identify with other 
racial groups) live in areas with PM2.5 pollution higher 
than the average of the state where they live. 

• 	� Exposure to PM2.5 from cars, trucks, and buses is distrib-
uted unequally across the region. Residents in the most 
polluted census tracts breathe air that is significantly 
worse than the regional average. In New York State’s 
most polluted areas, PM2.5 concentrations are 3.7 times 
higher than the regional average. The highest concen-
trations in Pennsylvania are three times higher than 	
the regional average.

New clean technologies, such as electric trucks, buses, and 
passenger vehicles, have the potential to eliminate the use of 
diesel fuel and gasoline for on-road vehicles, avoiding some 	
of these local transportation emissions. A number of strategies 
are available for reducing both air pollution and climate- 
damaging carbon emissions—for example, electrifying 	
vehicles, using cleaner fuels, reducing miles driven, improv-
ing public transportation, improving the infrastructure for  
walking and biking, and increasing the supply of affordable 
housing in communities close to transit. 

As the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic region moves to  
create clean, modern transportation, states and the District 	
of Columbia can address the inequity of PM2.5 exposure by 	
targeting clean technology deployment to benefit the most 
affected communities. They should seek input from the 	
communities that currently bear the greatest burden 		
from on-road PM2.5 exposure about which solutions and 	
investments would be most effective, and should prioritize 
investments that will directly benefit these communities.

Why Particulate Matter Air Pollution  
Is a Problem

Some PM2.5 pollution forms directly during combustion, 	
from sources such as fires, power plant emissions, and vehicle 

exhaust. Additional PM2.5 comes from sources such as road 
and construction dust. However, much of the PM2.5 forms 	
indirectly through reactions of pollutant gases in the atmo-
sphere (Fine, Sioutas, and Solomon 2008). These gases 	
include ammonia, nitrogen oxides, sulfur oxides, and volatile 
organic compounds. Most of these pollutants come from 	
vehicle exhaust, although volatile organic compounds also 
come from the evaporation of gasoline during refueling 	
and from leaks in vehicles’ fuel tanks and lines.

Exposure to PM2.5 has significant negative health impacts. 
The particles are small enough to penetrate deeply into the 
lungs; the smallest can even enter the bloodstream (Donaldson 
et al. 2013). It has been estimated that fine particulate air pol-
lution is responsible for almost all of the 3 million to 4 million 
annual deaths attributed to air pollution worldwide. PM2.5 is 
estimated to be responsible for about 95 percent of the global 
public health impacts from air pollution, even if it is not the 
only air pollutant that affects health (Landrigan et al. 2018; 
Lelieveld et al. 2015). In the United States, it is the largest 	
environmental health risk factor, responsible for 63 percent 	
of deaths from environmental causes (Tessum et al. 2019; 	
Tessum, Hill, and Marshall 2014).

Both acute and chronic exposures to PM2.5 have been 
linked to illness and death (Guo et al. 2018; Pagalan et al. 
2018; Achilleos et al. 2017; Brook et al. 2010). Short-term 	
exposure to elevated levels of PM2.5 can exacerbate lung 	
and heart ailments, cause asthma attacks, and lead to both 
increased hospitalizations and mortality from cardiovascular 
diseases (Orellano et al. 2017; Pope and Dockery 2006). 
Chronic exposure to PM2.5 also increases death rates attrib-
uted to cardiovascular diseases, including heart attacks, 	
and has been linked to lung cancer and other impacts (Fine, 
Sioutas, and Solomon 2008). Chronic exposure to PM2.5 in 
children has been linked to slowed lung-function growth 	
and the development of asthma, among other negative 	
health impacts (ALA 2018; Gehring et al. 2015; Gauderman 	
et al. 2004). 

PM2.5 air pollution varies greatly across the Northeast 
and Mid-Atlantic, leading to disparities in exposure linked 	
to race and, to a lesser extent, income. The UCS analysis 
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Investing in public transit, deploying more electric vehicles in our car and truck fleets, and reducing the need to drive are all solutions to reduce transportation- 
related emissions. Policymakers must ensure that these clean, modern solutions are prioritized in communities most burdened by vehicle pollution.

quantifies the documented, lived experiences of communities 
of color.

Analysis of PM2.5 Pollution from On-Road 
Transportation

The concentration of PM2.5 at any particular location depends 
on several variables. These include the location of the PM2.5 
and precursor PM2.5-forming emissions from tailpipes and 
refueling locations. Weather patterns and geography also 	
play a role in the generation of secondary PM2.5 from other 	
air pollutants, and determine the movement of PM2.5 pollu-
tion. Exposure itself depends on the location of both 	the 	
pollution and the people inhaling it. 

To estimate the average annual exposure and health 	
impacts of particulate matter air pollution from cars, trucks, 
and buses, UCS modeled PM2.5 concentrations in the North-
east and Mid-Atlantic due to emissions from vehicle tailpipes 
and vehicle refueling (Tessum, Hill, and Marshall 2014).2 	
We estimated ground-level pollution exposure for each 	
census tract, then combined that information with popula-
tion and demographic data to understand how exposure 	
to PM2.5 varies across groups and locations.3 

The health impacts from PM2.5 pollution depend not only 
on the concentration of pollution but also on the number of 
people exposed. Elevated PM2.5 levels in densely populated 
regions of a state will have a greater overall impact on public 
health than the same pollution concentration in unpopulated 
areas. Therefore, to compare PM2.5 levels among regions and 

among demographic groups, we used population-weighted 
PM2.5 concentrations. For example, to determine the average 
exposure for a resident of a particular county, we multiplied 
the concentration in each of the county’s census tracts by the 
population in each tract. We then divided the sum of these 
values for the county by the county population to determine 
the average exposure for a resident. A similar process yields 
the average exposure for demographic groups within each 
state and in the region as a whole. 

These estimates do not include PM2.5 exposure from other 
modes of transportation, such as airplanes, marine vessels, 	
or trains. The PM2.5 concentration and exposure modeling 
also excludes operations at freight facilities and ports, 	
along with emissions from power plants and other stationary 
sources. Such emissions, which would add to the on-road 	
exposures estimated in the UCS analysis, also cause signifi-
cant health impacts. Those impacts especially affect people 
who live closest to such facilities, leading to well-documented 
environmental justice concerns (Hricko 2008). While the 
contributions of on-road vehicles to local PM2.5 exposure 	
are less well known, they affect a great many communities 	
in the region. 

PM2.5 Exposure from Cars, Trucks, and  
Buses Causes Significant Health Impacts

Across eight states of the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic,4 the 
combined health and climate costs attributable to the passen-
ger vehicle fleet were about $21 billion in 2015. Estimates of 
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the health costs—about two-thirds of this total—include 	
premature deaths, heart attacks, asthma attacks, emergency 
room visits, and lost work days resulting from breathing 	
pollution associated with passenger cars. The  combined 
health and climate costs ranged from $313 million in Vermont 
to $4.6 billion in New Jersey and $7.9 billion in New York 
State (Holmes-Gen and Barrett 2016). 

In Maryland, communities surrounding the Port of 	
Baltimore, such as Curtis Bay, are exposed to high levels of 	
air pollution and experience elevated rates of respiratory 	
illness, cardiovascular disease and cancer. In 2010, Baltimore’s 
rate of asthma-related hospitalizations was almost three 
times higher than the US average and more than twice the 
average for Maryland, and recent data indicate that this 	
trend has not changed (Pinto de Moura 2018; Kelly and  
Burkhart 2017).

In New York City, exposure to fine PM air pollution  
from vehicles contributes an estimated 320 premature deaths 
each year due to cardiovascular disease, heart attacks, and 
other illnesses (Kheirbek et al. 2016). Pollution from trucks 
and buses accounts for more than half of these deaths. By 	
way of comparison, 292 homicides and 222 traffic fatalities 
were reported in New York City in 2017 (NYC 2018; 		
NYPD 2017). 

Greater PM2.5 Pollution for Latino, Asian 
American, and African American residents

The PM2.5 pollution burden from cars, trucks, and buses 	
is inequitably distributed among the region’s racial groups 
(Figure 1). On average, exposures to PM2.5 concentrations are 
42 percent higher for the region’s Latino residents and 40 per-
cent higher for Asian American residents than those for the 
average resident. For African American residents, the concen-
trations are 31 percent higher than for the average resident. 
However, for white residents, the average exposure is 19 per-
cent lower than for the average resident. Thus, Latino and 
Asian American residents are, on average, burdened with 	
75 percent and 73 percent more PM2.5 pollution, respectively, 
than are white residents; African American residents bear 	
a 61 percent higher burden than do white residents. 

Pollution inequity also appears at the community level 
(Figure 2). In census tracts with low pollution and cleaner 	
air (where average annual PM2.5 concentrations are less than 
half of the state average), white residents make up 85 percent 
of the total population, although they constitute less than 
two-thirds of the total population in the Northeast and Mid-
Atlantic. In contrast, more people of color live in census tracts 
where pollution is more than one and a half times the state 
average. In these areas, people of color constitute slightly more 

Latino residents, residents of other races, and Asian American residents have 42, 42, and 40 percent higher exposure to PM2.5 concentrations, 
respectively, relative to the regional average. African American residents have 30 percent higher exposure. However, white residents have  
19 percent lower exposure.
Note: This analysis uses the following US Census Bureau–defined racial groups: White; Black or African American; American Indian or Alaska Native; Asian; Native 
Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander; Hispanic; Latino; and Some Other Race. In the chart above, Latino includes census respondents who select Hispanic, Latino, 	
or both; Other Race includes respondents who select Some Other Race as their only race.

SOURCES: US CENSUS BUREAU 2018; EPA 2014.

FIGURE 1. Disproportionately High Exposure for People of Color in the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic
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than 60 percent of the population, compared with about 35 
percent of the regional population. The most polluted census 
tracts in New York are in Morris Heights, in the West Bronx 
at the intersection of I-95 and I-87. There, 70 percent of the 
population are Latino residents and 29 percent are African 
American residents. The most polluted census tracts in Penn-
sylvania are in downtown Philadelphia and Pittsburgh. The 
most polluted census tract in New Jersey is in Camden County, 
where 71 percent of the population are Latino residents.

Further, the UCS analysis shows that exposure inequities 
are more pronounced between racial and ethnic groups than 
between income groups. Disparities based on income are 	
not significant because the fractions of people in each income 
bracket are distributed fairly evenly over areas with different 
pollution levels. 

PM2.5 Exposure from Cars and Trucks  
Varies Greatly Across the Region

The District of Columbia ranks highest in the region in 	
average PM2.5 concentration from on-road vehicles, followed 
by New York State (Figure 3, p. 6 and Figure 4, p.7). However, 
the range of PM2.5 concentrations within each state varies 	
significantly, so that even if a state average is low, very high 
concentrations afflict some areas, many of which are located 
near highways. For example, New York State has the census 
tracts with the highest PM2.5 concentrations in the entire  
region. These tracts are in the Bronx, Queens, and Manhattan. 
The Philadelphia area also has very high PM2.5 concentrations 
compared with the Pennsylvania average: pollution in the 
state’s dirtiest census tracts is more than three times as high 

In areas where PM2.5 exposure is low, the fraction of white residents is high. As the analysis looks at more polluted areas, this fraction decreases. 
In the highest pollution areas, which correspond to urban centers with heavy traffic, the fraction of white residents is higher. However, these 
are averages; inequities exist within urban areas as well, such as in the Bronx in New York City.
Notes: Each column refers to census tracts in areas with similar PM2.5 pollution concentrations. The columns show the fraction of people belonging to each of 
eight racial groups living in those areas. The least polluted areas are on the left and the most polluted on the right. The 0–50% area refers to census tracts where 
PM2.5 pollution is less than half the regional average, the 50–100% area refers to tracts where pollution is from half the regional average to the regional average, 
etc. The column at the far right shows the region’s racial composition. 

This analysis uses the following US Census Bureau–defined racial groups: White; Black or African American; American Indian or Alaska Native; Asian; Native  
Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander; Hispanic; Latino; and Some Other Race. In the chart above, Latino includes census respondents who select Hispanic, Latino,  
or both; Other Race includes respondents who select Some Other Race as their only race.

SOURCES: US CENSUS BUREAU 2018; EPA 2014.

FIGURE 2. PM2.5 Exposure in Census Tracts, Relative to Regional Average
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Metropolitan areas in the District of Columbia, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island have many areas with 
PM2.5 pollution at least twice as high as the regional average. There is much variability between exposure in urban and rural areas of all states.
SOURCES: US CENSUS BUREAU 2018; EPA 2014.

FIGURE 3. PM2.5 Exposure Varies Greatly across the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic
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150 percent of the state average. Because New York is the  
region’s most populous state, this higher level of pollution 
affects 6.3 million people, almost 70 percent of whom 
 are people of color.

These results are for a specific subset of pollution sources 
(on-road vehicles) and for one class of air pollutants (PM2.5). 
They do not indicate the total impacts of air pollution in a 
region or for a demographic group. For example, in Allegheny 
County, Pennsylvania, the highest annual average PM2.5 con-
centration is 2.5 micrograms per cubic meter (µg/m3) (EPA 
2018). Yet the Environmental Protection Agency classifies the 
county as a non-attainment area, signifying it did not meet 
the National Ambient Air Quality Standards because it was 
above the threshold of 12 µg/m3 (annual average) specified 	
by the standard.5 The difference between on-road and overall 
PM2.5 concentrations results from other stationary sources of 
pollution in the Pittsburgh area, such as manufacturing and 
electricity generation, as well as from off-road transportation 
such as warehouse equipment, trains, and aviation. 

One limit of the UCS analysis is the one-square-kilometer 
precision of the air quality model results. This is precise enough 
to reveal pollution differences within a city. However, it cannot 
yield estimates of PM2.5 concentration at busy intersections or 
near shipping facilities, so hyperlocal PM2.5 concentration mea-
surements could very easily be higher than shown in this analysis.

Opportunities to Reduce the Harmful 
Impacts of Vehicle Use

Particulate matter air pollution from on-road transporta-	
tion such as diesel and gasoline vehicles places significant, 
inequitable health burdens on residents of the Northeast and 
Mid-Atlantic. This inequity reflects decades of local, state, 
regional, and national decisions about transportation, hous-
ing, and land use. Decisions concerning where to place high-
ways, where to invest in public transportation, and where to 
build housing have all contributed to a transportation system 
that concentrates emissions in communities of color. In many 
cases, transportation policies have left those communities 
with inadequate access to public transportation, divided by 
highways, and exposed to air polluted by congested highways 
serving suburban commuters. 

We have the tools and the technologies to transform 	
our transportation system away from diesel and gasoline and 
toward clean, modern, equitable solutions. With targeted 	
actions in electrification and clean fuels, the region can save 
more than $30 billion by 2050 and save thousands of lives 
(Lowell, Saha, and Van Atten 2018).

Electrification of vehicles, both passenger and freight, 
could greatly reduce emissions. Battery-electric and fuel cell 

FIGURE 4. PM2.5 Pollution Concentrations from  
On-Road Vehicles for the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic

Four states and the District of Columbia have average PM2.5  
exposure levels above the regional average. The District of Columbia, 
which is entirely urban, has the highest average. New York and  
Pennsylvania have the largest ranges in PM2.5 pollution; both are 
large states with much pollution variability between rural and  
urban areas. 
SOURCES: US CENSUS BUREAU 2018; EPA 2014.

vehicles have no tailpipe emissions.6 Further, these vehicles 
avoid the need for fuels, eliminating emissions associated 	
with refueling. The electricity used to charge the vehicle can 
produce some emissions, but these emissions are lower than 
those of an average gasoline car and vary depending on the 
location where the vehicle is charged (Reichmuth 2017). 
However, in the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic, the Regional 
Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI), along with investments 	
in solar, wind, and other renewable electricity resources,	  
has greatly reduced emissions from electricity generation 
(RGGI 2019).7 

Making clean transportation technologies available to 	
everyone will require significant up-front investments, yet the 
communities most affected by transportation pollution often 
have the fewest available resources. Significant new funding 		
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is necessary to expand access to clean transportation in 	
these communities, as are strong regulations that limit trans-
portation emissions and put a price on carbon pollution. 

In December 2018, nine states in the region and the Dis-
trict of Columbia agreed to create a regional, market-based 
program that would limit transportation emissions and invest 
in clean transportation.8 They plan to use funds raised from 
pollution permits to make strategic investments in clean 
transportation. States should seek input from communities 
disproportionately burdened by transportation pollution 	
and ensure that equity is a key consideration in both design 
processes and future investment decisions. 

Specific investments that could reduce inequities 
include: 

• 	 Investments in electric buses, with a priority on serving 
communities exposed to the highest levels of gasoline 	
and diesel emissions

• 	 Expansion of electric vehicle rebate programs to provide 
financing assistance and larger rebates to low- and 	
moderate-income residents

• 	 Utility investments in electric vehicle charging infrastruc-
ture, with a priority on serving communities exposed to 
the highest levels of gasoline and diesel emissions

• 	 State programs that provide aid to municipalities to 	
support clean transportation, with a priority on serving 
communities exposed to the highest levels of gasoline 	
and diesel emissions

	 While residents of the region can make a difference by 
choosing cleaner vehicles and driving less, much of today’s 	
air pollution comes from sources outside the direct control 	
of individuals. States need regulations, incentives, and other 
policies to reduce vehicle emissions, with equity and the 
meaningful involvement of affected communities as key 	
considerations in designing policies and strategies to reduce 
pollution from vehicles. 

States need to continue to reduce emissions, placing 	
a high priority on actions that reduce the inequitably dis-	
tributed burden of air pollution in the Northeast and Mid-
Atlantic. This analysis provides evidence of the need for 	

and importance of such programs, and it can help inform 	
and shape future actions to reduce pollution exposure 	
and environmental inequities in the region.

Maria Cecilia Pinto de Moura and David Reichmuth are 
senior engineers in the UCS Clean Vehicles Program. 
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ENDNOTES
1		  The metropolitan areas are Pittsburgh, Philadelphia, and Reading in 

Pennsylvania, and Camden in New Jersey (ALA 2018).
2		  Details on the modeling approach can be found at www.ucsusa.org/

air-quality-methodology.
3		  The average population of a census tract is 4,000.
4		  Connecticut, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, 

Rhode Island, and Vermont.
5		  The Clean Air Act requires the Environmental Protection Agency to set 

National Ambient Air Quality Standards for pollutants considered harmful 	
to public health and the environment. For PM2.5, the primary standard  
for public health is an annual mean of 12 µg/m3. Allegheny County was 
classified as a non-attainment area in 2019.

6		  There are minor amounts of PM2.5 emissions from tire and brake wear.
7		  Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 	

New York, Rhode Island, and Vermont participate in RGGI. Virginia is 
preparing to join in 2020, and Pennsylvania is considering joining. New 
Jersey left RGGI in 2012 but is on track to rejoin in 2020. Partially because 	
of RGGI, the region has reduced its emissions by about 40 percent relative 	
to 2005 levels.

8		  Six of the original nine RGGI states signed the agreement: Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maryland, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Vermont. 	
The District of Columbia, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Virginia have 	
also signed. Maine, New Hampshire, and New York have not signed, 	
but Maine and New York are likely to join soon. It is unclear if New 
Hampshire will join. 

States should seek input from communities 
disproportionately burdened by transportation pollution
and ensure that equity is a key consideration in both 
design processes and future investment decisions.

www.ucsusa.org/air-quality-methodology
www.ucsusa.org/air-quality-methodology


9Inequitable Exposure to Air Pollution from Vehicles in the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic

REFERENCES

All references were accessed on April 20, 2019.
Achilleos, S., M.-A. Kioumourtzoglou, C.-D. Wu, J.D. Schwartz, P. Koutrakis,  

and S.I. Papatheodorou. 2017. Acute effects of fine particulate matter 
constituents on mortality: A systematic review and meta-regression 
analysis. Environment International 109:89–100. Online at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.envint.2017.09.010.

American Lung Association (ALA). 2018. State of the Air 2019. Online 	
at  www.lung.org/assets/documents/healthy-air/state-of-the-air/ 
sota-2019-full.pdf.

Brook, R.D., S. Rajagopalan, C.A. Pope III, J.R. Brook, A. Bhatnagar, 	
A.V. Diez-Roux, F. Holguin, Y. Hong, R.V. Luepker, M.A. Mittleman, A. 
Peters, D. Siscovick, S.C. Smith Jr., L. Whitsel, J.D. Kaufman; American 
Heart Association Council on Epidemiology and Prevention, Council 
on the Kidney in Cardiovascular Disease, and Council on Nutrition, 	
Physical Activity and Metabolism. 2010. Particulate matter air pollu-
tion and cardiovascular disease: An update to the scientific statement 
from the American Heart Association. Circulation 121(21):2331–2378. 
Online at https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0b013e3181dbece1.

Donaldson, K., R. Duffin, J.P. Langrish, M.R. Miller, N.L. Mills, C.A. 	
Poland, J. Raftis, A. Shah, C.A. Shaw, and D.E. Newby. 2013. Nanopar-
ticles and the cardiovascular system: A critical review. Nanomedicine 
8(3):403–23. Online at https://doi.org/10.2217/nnm.13.16.

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 2019. State average annual  
emissions trend. Online at www.epa.gov/air-emissions-inventories/
air-pollutant-emissions-trends-data.

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 2018. Green Book PM-2.5 
(2012) area information. Online at https://www.epa.gov/green-book/
green-book-pm-25-2012-area-information.

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 2014. Environmental benefits 
mapping and analysis program—Community edition. Online at www.
epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-04/documents/benmap-ce_user_
manual_march_2015.pdf.

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). No date. National Emissions 
Inventory (NEI) data. Online at www.epa.gov/air-emissions-
inventories/2014-national-emissions-inventory-nei-data.

Fine, P.M., C. Sioutas, and P.A. Solomon. 2008. Secondary particulate  
matter in the United States: Insights from the Particulate Matter  
Supersites Program and related studies. Journal of the Air & Waste 
Management Association 58(2):234–253. Online at https://doi.
org/10.3155/1047-3289.58.2.234.

Gauderman, W.J., E. Avol, F. Gilliland, H. Vora, D. Thomas, K. Berhane, 	  
R. McConnell, N. Kuenzli, F. Lurmann, E. Rappaport, H. Margolis,  
D. Bates, and J. Peters. 2004. The effect of air pollution on lung devel-
opment from 10 to 18 years of age. New England Journal of Medicine 
351(11):1057–1067. Online at https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa040610.

Gehring, U., A.H. Wijga, G. Hoek, T. Bellander, D. Berdel, I. Brüske, 	
E. Fuertes, O. Gruzieva, J. Heinrich, B. Hoffmann, J.C. de Jongste, 	
C. Klümper, G.H. Koppelman, M. Korek, U. Krämer, D. Maier, E. 	
Melén, G. Pershagen, D.S. Postma, M. Standl, A. von Berg, J.M. Anto, 	
J. Bousquet, T. Keil, H.A. Smit, and B. Brunekreef. 2015. Exposure 	
to air pollution and development of asthma and rhinoconjunctivitis 
throughout childhood and adolescence: A population-based birth 
cohort study. The Lancet Respiratory Medicine 3(12):933–942. 	
Online at https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(15)00426-9.

 Guo, C., Z. Zhang, A.K.H. Lau, C.Q. Lin, Y.C. Chuang, J. Chan, W.K. Jiang, 	
T. Tam, E.-K. Yeoh, T.-C. Chan, L.-Y. Changna, and X.Q. Lao. 2018. 
Effect of long-term exposure to fine particulate matter on lung func-
tion decline and risk of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in 	
Taiwan: A longi-tudinal, cohort study. The Lancet Planetary Health 
2(3):e114–25. Online at https://doi.org/10.1016/S2542-5196(18)30028-7.

Holmes-Gen, B. and W. Barrett. 2016. Clean air future: Health and climate 	
benefits of zero emission vehicles. American Lung Association in Califor-
nia. Online at www.lung.org/local-content/california/documents/ 
2016zeroemissions.pdf.

Hricko, A. 2008. Global trade comes home: Community impacts of 	
goods movement. Environmental Health Perspectives 116(2). Online 	
at https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.116-a78.

Kelly, L. and K. Burkhart. 2017. Asthma and air pollution in Baltimore  
City. Washington, DC: Environmental Integrity Project. Online at 
www.environmentalintegrity.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/ 
Baltimore-Asthma.pdf.

Kheirbek, I., J. Haney, S. Douglas, K. Ito y T. Matte. 2016. The contribu-
tion of motor vehicle emissions to ambient fine particulate matter 
public health impacts in New York City: A health burden assessment. 
Environmental Health 15(1). Online at https://doi.org/10.1186/s12940-
016-0172-6.

Landrigan, P.J., R. Fuller, N.J.R. Acosta, O. Adeyi, R. Arnold, N. Basu, 	
A.B. Baldé, R. Bertollini, S. Bose-O’Reilly, J.I. Boufford, P.N. Breysse, 	
T. Chiles, C. Mahidol, A.M. Coll-Seck, M.L. Cropper, J. Fobil, V. 	
Fuster, M. Green-stone, A. Haines, D. Hanrahan, D. Hunter, M. Khare, 
A. Krupnick, B. Lanphear, B. Lohani, K. Martin, K.V. Mathiasen, M.A. 
McTeer, C.J.L. Murray, J.D. Ndahimananjara, F. Perera, J. Potočnik, 
A.S. Preker, J. Ramesh, J. Rockström, C. Salinas, L.D. Samson, K. Sand-
ilya, P.D. Sly, K.R. Smith, A. Steiner, R.B. Stewart, W.A. Suk, O.C.P. van 
Schayck, G.N. Yadama, K. Yumkella, and M. Zhong. 2018. The Lancet 
Commission on pollution and health. The Lancet 391(10119):462–512. 
Online at https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32345-0.

Lelieveld, J., J.S. Evans, M. Fnais, D. Giannadaki, and A. Pozzer. 2015. The 	
contribution of outdoor air pollution sources to premature mortality 
on a global scale. Nature 525 (September):367–371. Online at www.
nature.com/articles/nature15371.

Lowell, D., A. Saha, and C. Van Atten. 2018. Decarbonizing transporta-
tion: The benefits and costs of a clean transportation system in the 
Northeast and Mid-Atlantic region. Concord, MA: M.J. Bradley 	
and Associates. Online at www.ucsusa.org/clean-vehicles/reducing-
emissions-northeast-mid-atlantic.

New York City (NYC). 2018. Vision Zero: Mayor de Blasio announces that 
traffic fatalities are expected to drop for fifth straight year. December 
28. Online at www1.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/621-18/vision-
zero-mayor-de-blasio-that-traffic-fatalities-expected-drop-fifth.

New York City Police Department (NYPD). 2017. Supplementary 	
homicide report: An NYPD analysis of murders in New York City 	
by calendar year. Online at www1.nyc.gov/site/nypd/stats/reports-
analysis/homicide.page.

Orellano, P., N. Quaranta, J. Reynoso, B. Balbi, and J. Vasquez. 2017. Effect  
of outdoor air pollution on asthma exacerbations in children and 
adults: Systematic review and multilevel meta-analysis. PLOS ONE 
12(3):e0174050. Online at https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174050.

Pagalan, L., C. Bickford, W. Weikum, B. Lanphear, M. Brauer, N. Lan-
phear, G.E. Hanley, T.F. Oberlander, and M. Winters. 2018. Association 
of prenatal exposure to air pollution with autism spectrum disorder. 
JAMA Pediatrics, November. Online at https://doi.org/10.1001/ 
jamapediatrics.2018.3101.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2017.09.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2017.09.010
www.lung.org/assets/documents/healthy-air/state-of-the-air/sota-2019-full.pdf
www.lung.org/assets/documents/healthy-air/state-of-the-air/sota-2019-full.pdf
www.epa.gov/air-emissions-inventories/air-pollutant-emissions-trends-data
www.epa.gov/air-emissions-inventories/air-pollutant-emissions-trends-data
https://www.epa.gov/green-book/green-book-pm-25-2012-area-information
https://www.epa.gov/green-book/green-book-pm-25-2012-area-information
www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-04/documents/benmap-ce_user_manual_march_2015.pdf
www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-04/documents/benmap-ce_user_manual_march_2015.pdf
www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-04/documents/benmap-ce_user_manual_march_2015.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3155/1047-3289.58.2.234
https://doi.org/10.3155/1047-3289.58.2.234
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(15)00426-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2542-5196(18)30028-7
www.lung.org/local-content/california/documents/2016zeroemissions.pdf
www.lung.org/local-content/california/documents/2016zeroemissions.pdf
www.environmentalintegrity.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/Baltimore-Asthma.pdf
www.environmentalintegrity.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/Baltimore-Asthma.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32345-0
www1.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/621-18/vision-zero-mayor-de-blasio-that-traffic-fatalities-expected-drop-fifth
www1.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/621-18/vision-zero-mayor-de-blasio-that-traffic-fatalities-expected-drop-fifth
www1.nyc.gov/site/nypd/stats/reports-analysis/homicide.page
www1.nyc.gov/site/nypd/stats/reports-analysis/homicide.page
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2018.3101
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2018.3101


find this document online:  
www.ucsusa.org/northeast-air-quality-equity

web: www.ucsusa.org	  printed on recycled paper using vegetable-based inks 	 © JUNE 2019  union of concerned scientists

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 
Two Brattle Square
Cambridge, MA 02138-3780
Phone: (617) 547-5552
Fax: (617) 864-9405

WASHINGTON, DC, OFFICE
1825 K St. NW, Suite 800
Washington, DC 20006-1232
Phone: (202) 223-6133
Fax: (202) 223-6162

WEST COAST OFFICE
500 12th St., Suite 340
Oakland, CA 94607-4087
Phone: (510) 843-1872
Fax: (510) 843-3785

MIDWEST OFFICE
One N. LaSalle St., Suite 1904
Chicago, IL 60602-4064
Phone: (312) 578-1750
Fax: (312) 578-1751

The Union of Concerned Scientists puts rigorous, independent science to work to solve our planet’s most pressing problems. Joining with people across 
the country, we combine technical analysis and effective advocacy to create innovative, practical solutions for a healthy, safe, and sustainable future.

Pinto de Moura, M.C. 2018. How Maryland can build a clean and modern 
transportation system. The Equation. Cambridge, MA: Union of Concerned 
Scientists. Blog, June 16. Online at https://blog.ucsusa.org/cecilia-moura/
clean-and-modern-transportation-in-maryland-wishful-thinking-or-a-
possibility.

Pope, C.A., III and D.W. Dockery. 2006. Health effects of fine particulate air 
pollution: Lines that connect. Journal of the Air & Waste Management 
Association 56(6):709–742. Online at https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
10473289.2006.10464485.

Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI). 2019. Online at www.rggi.org.
Reichmuth, D. 2017. New numbers are in and EVs are cleaner than ever. The 

Equation. Cambridge, MA: Union of Concerned Scientists. Blog, May 31. 
Online at https://blog.ucsusa.org/dave-reichmuth/new-numbers-are-in-
and-evs-are-cleaner-than-ever.

Tessum, C.W., J.S. Apte, A.L. Goodkind, N.Z. Muller, K.A. Mullins, D.A.  
Paolella, S.Polasky, N.P. Springer, S.K. Thakrar, J.D. Marshall, and J.D. 
Hill. 2019. Inequity in consumption of goods and services adds to racial–
ethnic disparities in air pollution exposure. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences 116(13):6001–6006. Online at https://doi.org/ 
10.1073/pnas.1818859116.

Tessum, C.W., J.D. Hill, and J.D. Marshall. 2014. Life cycle air quality  
impacts of conventional and alternative light-duty transportation in  
the United States. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 
111(52):18490–18495. Online at https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1406853111.

US Census Bureau. 2018. American Community Survey: Summary file data: 
2012–2016. Online at www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/data/
summary-file.2016.html.

https://blog.ucsusa.org/cecilia-moura/clean-and-modern-transportation-in-maryland-wishful-thinking-or-a-possibility
https://blog.ucsusa.org/cecilia-moura/clean-and-modern-transportation-in-maryland-wishful-thinking-or-a-possibility
https://blog.ucsusa.org/cecilia-moura/clean-and-modern-transportation-in-maryland-wishful-thinking-or-a-possibility
https://doi.org/10.1080/10473289.2006.10464485
https://doi.org/10.1080/10473289.2006.10464485
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1818859116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1818859116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1406853111
www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/data/summary-file.2016.html
www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs/data/summary-file.2016.html

