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Good afternoon, I am Cesunica Ivey, an Assistant Professor of Environmental Engineering at 

the University of California Riverside. My technical expertise is air quality modeling and PM2.5 

source apportionment, which is the quantifying of the contribution of pollution sources to ambient 

PM2.5 concentrations. Source apportionment data allows scientists to understand associations 

between human exposure to specific pollution sources and health endpoints, such as emergency 

department visits and mortality.  

I am speaking today because I am concerned about the recently proposed repeal of the 

emissions standards for glider vehicles, which would allow old diesel engines to operate with old 

control technology in new trucks and emit more than 40 times more NOx and up to 450 times more 

soot than new trucks.1 The proposed rule also cited a faulty Tennessee Technical University study 

that did not use standard methods for measuring emissions from diesel engines and has 

subsequently been withdrawn.  

The health effects of PM exposure are well-known and documented, but unfortunately 6 SAB 

members have questioned this link. In animal model studies, it was found that particulates from 

diesel exhaust were carcinogenic under long-term exposure.2 In an epidemiological study for 

Atlanta, elemental carbon, a soot component, was found to be associated with an increased risk of 

preterm birth, and this risk was higher for African American women.3 Further, since low 
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socioeconomic status neighborhoods are oftentimes adjacent to truck routes and major highways, 

poor people would ultimately suffer a larger health burden under the proposed glider vehicle rule.4  

EPA’s mission is to protect human health and welfare and this proposal does the exact opposite. 

I cannot speak to EPA’s legal theory, but it seems obvious to me that rules that re-open loopholes 

that would allow a handful of small companies to get around building new trucks with mandated 

pollution control devices is not an appropriate action for EPA to take.  Especially in light of the 

fact that the only technical analysis they cite has since been withdrawn due to the concern of an 

entire University Faculty Senate.  EPA has actually done strong research on the emissions impacts 

of glider vehicles and that is the data that should be considered by this committee.1  

I respectfully ask this body to officially review the proposed glider vehicle rule.    
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