Key Points: EPA to Stop Counting Lives Saved in Pollution Rules

What the EPA Plans to Change

The EPA under President Trump intends to stop monetizing the health benefits
of reducing two major pollutants—fine particulate matter (PM2.5) and ozone—
when writing clean-air regulations.

Instead, the agency will calculate only the costs to industry, not the economic
value of avoided deaths or illnesses.

Why This Matters

This is a major departure from decades of bipartisan practice, where
administrations always included the value of lives saved in cost-benefit analyses.
Legal and environmental experts say the shift undercuts the EPA’s core
mission to protect human health and could make it easier to roll back pollution
limits on power plants, refineries, steel mills, and other industrial sources.

?» Health Impacts Being Ignored in Dollar Terms

PM2.5 and ozone exposure are linked to asthma, heart and lung disease, and
premature death.

The Biden administration previously estimated that stricter PM2.5 rules would
prevent up to 4,500 premature deaths and 290,000 lost workdays in a single
year.

m Internal Documents & Political Context

Internal EPA emails show political appointees pushing to label the benefits of
reducing PM2.5 and ozone as “uncertain.”

New regulatory documents will include language stating the EPA is “'no longer
monetizing benefits” from these pollutants.

The policy will apply broadly, including to the upcoming repeal of power-plant
greenhouse-gas limits.

o Legal and Ethical Concerns

Experts warn the move may violate the logic of the Supreme Court’s 2015
Michigan v. EPA decision, which held that agencies must consider both costs and
benefits.

The change is expected to face legal challenges and could make regulatory
rollbacks more vulnerable in court.

i, Industry Influence

Business groups, including the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, have long argued that
EPA overestimates health benefits.

The head of the EPA’s air office, Aaron Szabo—who has cystic fibrosis and
previously lobbied for oil and chemical interests—now oversees the shift.

© Broader Pattern

This follows other Trump-era moves to limit consideration of climate damage,
including sidelining the “social cost of carbon,” a key tool for evaluating climate
regulations.



