EPA Hearings on NAAQS PM Standards, March 8, 2005

Testimony of Robert M. Gould, MD
My name is Dr. Robert Gould. Since 1981 I have been an Associate Pathologist at Kaiser Hospital in San Jose, California. In addition, since 1989, I have been President of the SF-Bay Area Chapter of Physicians for Social Responsibility (PSR), representing close to 3,000 physicians and health providers throughout the SF-Bay Area. In 2003, I served as President of National PSR, a 30,000 member organization dedicated to the protection of environmental and public health, in its broadest terms. In pursuit of these objectives, I have also personally worked for years within the California Medical Association (CMA) to help develop sound, scientifically-based policies that aim for maximally protecting the health and welfare of our patients from a variety of environmental hazards
In my almost 25 years as a pathologist, I have witnessed the deadly toll ultimately wrought by manifold environmental pollutants, including particulate matter. Whether through the dramatic evidence of atherosclerotic heart disease revealed on post-mortem examination, or the scores of primary lung cancers that I review under the microscope, I am on a daily basis reminded of the suffering that our patients endure, and how much of this is preventable if we do our utmost to support stringent environmental safeguards long known to protect public health.
Given that the EPA has, over the last decade, reviewed over 2,000 peer-reviewed studies firmly establishing the relationship between particulate matter and illness, malignancies and premature deaths that directly impact tens of thousands of Americans every year, it is unconscionable that EPA has opted to reject the advice of its own staff scientists and countless independent researchers that have called for far stricter standards than the EPA recommendations.
With numerous organizations in the medical and public health community, including the American Public Health Association, the American Thoracic Society, the American College of Cardiology, and the American Academy of Pediatrics, having weighed-in on recommending that EPA adopt the most protective PM standards, it is instructive to review the positions of the “House of Medicine” in our state, as the California Medical Association has consistently called for protection of the public from the harmful effects of air pollution.
In 1968, two years before the 1970 Clean Air Act established the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for particulates, referred to on the EPA’s own website as being promulgated to “protect public health and welfare,” the CMA House of Delegates (HOD) established policy ( HOD Resolution 18-68 “Air Pollution”) to “vigorously support all rational efforts for the control of air pollution,” as well as to “urge the support of studies and the enactment of laws that will assure a healthful air supply in the future.” In the ensuing almost 40 years, the CMA has followed this pioneering step by enacting numerous additional policies calling for increasingly comprehensive steps to protect the public from the health effects of air pollution (HOD 123-87 “Air Pollution Crisis,” HOD 120-92 “Health Consequences of Ambient Air Pollution,” HOD 104-01 “Diesel Exhaust and Zero Emission Vehicles, HOD 105-02 “Air Pollution, Energy and Health,” HOD 118-04 “Reducing Sources of Diesel Exhaust”).
In the most recent policy statements referenced, the CMA has specifically supported strong steps to curb particulate pollution, particularly diesel, with recommendations including: support of “regulatory efforts by the California Air Resources Board and Legislature to reduce public exposure to diesel exhaust and increase funding for cleaning up diesel engines,” to “encourage the U.S. EPA to finalize the most stringent feasible standards to control pollutant emissions from both large and small non-road engines including construction equipment, farm equipment, boats and trains,” to “encourage the State of California to continue to pursue opportunities to reduce diesel exhaust pollution, including reducing harmful emissions from existing diesel vehicles,” among other steps.
Hence the voice of Californian physicians is clear in supporting the most stringent possible standards to protect the health of our patients. Accordingly, I and other members of PSR strongly urge EPA to heed the advice of its own scientists to maximally tighten the annual standard for fine air particles, the daily fine particulate matter standard, and to guarantee that rural communities are given the same protection from coarse particles afforded urban areas. EPA needs to stand by its explicit NAAQS mission to “protect public health and welfare,” not the privileges of politically connected polluters. Our patients’ lives are literally in your hands
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