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Goal of Partnership & Project

• Create a community-academic-government partnership

• Create a map that ranks relative environmental health disparities of 
communities in Washington State using a community-driven 
framework
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Community Voices

• Communities of color

• Households with lower incomes

• Immigrants and refugees

• Linguistically isolated groups



Listening Sessions

• Led by Front & Centered

• Multi-cultural/lingual conversations about pollution, 
climate change, sensitivity, and resilience.

• What kinds of pollution, if any, are impacting your life or 
work and that of your family and community? 

• What factors best show if your community is healthy or 
doing well compared to other communities?
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Indicator Selection Process

• Community listening sessions

• Literature review

• Data availability and reliability



Indicator Selection

Sensitive populations 

Cardiovascular disease 

Low birth weight

Socioeconomic factors 

Low educational attainment 

Housing cost burden 

Linguistic isolation

Poverty 

Race (people of color)

Transportation expense 

Unemployment

Environmental exposures 

Diesel emissions 

Ozone 

Particulate matter 2.5 
(PM2.5) 

Toxic releases from facilities 

Traffic density

Environmental effects 

Lead risk and exposure 

Proximity to hazardous 
waste generators and 

facilities 

Proximity to Superfund sites 

Proximity to facilities with 
highly toxic substances 

Wastewater discharge



Formula
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Ranking



Washington State Department of Health | 13

Washington Tracking Network

www.doh.wa.gov/ibl

http://www.doh.wa.gov/ibl
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Information by Location
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Environmental health disparities map
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Individual indicators
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Indicator data
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Community with cumulative impact
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Community with cumulative impact
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Other indicators being considered

 Asthma

 Built environment indicators and tree canopy

 Climate change, health risk and vulnerability

 Drinking water contaminants

 Food access

 Marine water quality

 Noise pollution

 Occupational risk

 Pesticide exposure

 Proximity to state-specific cleanup sites

 Surface water quality
Biological vs chemical

 Wealth inequality



Washington Environmental Health Disparities Map
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Clean Energy Transformation Act

• Develop cumulative impact 
analysis

• Designate communities highly 
impacted by fossil fuel 
pollution and climate change 

• Inform power utilities’ 
planning in the transition 
toward cleaner energy through 
Department of Commerce rule



Volkswagen Enforcement Action Grants

• Washington will receive $141 million from VW to settle 
violations of the state and federal Clean Air Acts

• Maximize air pollution reductions in communities affected 
by harmful diesel exhaust

• Focus on communities 
historically overburdened



Diesel Emissions & 
Disproportionately Impacted Communities
(Priority Areas: Rank 9 or 10)

Central Puget Sound

Spokane

Tri-Cities



Disproportionately Impacted Communities

Substantial Benefits:
• Funds Invested =  95%

• Number of Projects = 71%

• Units Replaced  = 89%

• Lifetime NOx Reduced = 85%







That state agencies use the EHD 

data and map in agency activities…

➔ Build demographic & environmental 
context… 

➔ Conduct EJ review & analysis 
routinely…

➔ Center EJ as the priority intended 
outcome in resource allocation…

RECOMMENDATION
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