
 

 

Action Toolkit: EPA’s Proposed Weakening of Heavy-Duty Truck Pollution Rules 

There are a few ways you can take action:  

1. Provide public testimony. Public hearings will take place on July 29th and July 
30th. You learn more here. Email EPA-HD-MobileSource-Hearings@epa.gov to 
secure your spot by July 22, 2026. 

2. Submit a written comment here or at regulations.gov by 11:59 pm ET on August 
29th, 2026 

3. Raise awareness by sharing this toolkit with 5 colleagues and encouraging them 
to take action. 

The Problem 

On March 29, 2024, EPA finalized the Phase 3 greenhouse gas standards for heavy-duty 
vehicles — the strongest federal emissions standards to date for trucks and buses, 
phasing in through model year 2032. In July 2026, EPA Administrator Lee Zeldin 
announced a proposal to weaken these standards, calling them "unnecessary and 
unworkable." This is part of a broader pattern of deregulatory action this year, including 
the repeal of the scientific "Endangerment Finding" that has served as the legal 
foundation for federal vehicle emissions regulation, the elimination of federal tailpipe 
standards for passenger cars and trucks, and the revocation of California's Clean Air Act 
waiver authority via Congressional Review Act resolutions. EPA frames the truck rule 
rollback as delivering roughly $12 billion in compliance cost savings, or about $6,000 per 
truck, but this framing omits the public health costs of reversing course. 

The Health Benefits at Stake, If Fully Implemented 

• Heavy-duty vehicles make up only about 6% of the on-road fleet but generate an 
estimated 59% of ozone- and particle-forming NOx emissions and 55% of particle 
pollution from the transportation sector. 

• EPA's own analysis found the heavy-duty standards would deliver net benefits of 
$13 billion in annualized net benefits through 2055. Of that, approximately $10 
billion in annualized climate benefits and up to $300 million in annualized health 
benefits from reduced fine particulate matter (PM2.5). 

https://www.epa.gov/regulations-emissions-vehicles-and-engines/public-hearing-and-public-comments-amendments-and
mailto:EPA-HD-MobileSource-Hearings@epa.gov
https://www.votervoice.net/HP4C/Campaigns/138704/Respond
https://www.regulations.gov/docket/EPA-HQ-OAR-2026-0728/document?withinCommentPeriod=true
https://www.npr.org/2026/07/09/nx-s1-5886354/epa-heavy-duty-truck-emissions
https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyPDF.cgi?Dockey=P101A93K.pdf


• The American Lung Association's "Delivering Clean Air" analysis found that a full 
transition to zero-emission trucking and clean electricity in high-traffic counties 
could prevent an estimated 66,000 premature deaths, avoid 1.7 million asthma 
attacks, and prevent 8.5 million lost workdays. 

• An estimated 72 million Americans live near major freight routes and bear 
disproportionate exposure to trucking pollution — populations EPA itself has 
noted are more likely to be people of color and lower-income. 

• Traffic pollution specifically is linked to increased risk of all-cause mortality, 
cardiovascular mortality, lung cancer mortality, and new asthma diagnoses in 
children and adults. 

The Damage of Revisiting This Rule Now 

• Weakening or delaying Phase 3 standards would forfeit these avoided deaths, 
avoided asthma attacks, and healthcare cost savings. These harms that fall hardest 
on communities already overburdened by pollution and least equipped to absorb 
additional health costs. 

• Rolling back the rule now, after manufacturers have already begun planning and 
investing around the 2027 model-year standards, creates regulatory whiplash that 
undermines the long-term market certainty the industry itself has said it needs. 

• This rollback doesn't happen in isolation. It compounds the impact of the 
Endangerment Finding repeal and the elimination of light-duty vehicle standards, 
meaning cumulative pollution exposure across the entire on-road fleet could rise, 
not fall, in the years ahead. 

• Because Phase 3 targets greenhouse gas emissions specifically, weakening it also 
removes a major lever for climate mitigation, worsening the extreme heat, wildfire 
smoke, and other climate-driven health threats our patients are already facing. 

 
What to say in your public comment 

Public comments are most effective when they are specific, personal, and grounded in 
your expertise or lived experience. You do not need to address every point. Pick what 
resonates most. Here’s what makes for a strong individualized public comment: 

1. Lead with who you are. 

My name is [name]. I am a [title] at [organization] in [city, state].  

My name is [name]. I live in [city, state] near [major road/highway/neighborhood]. 

2. Tell your story and why this matters to you. 

https://www.lung.org/clean-air/electric-vehicle-report/delivering-clean-air
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35569389/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33518378/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/42074368/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/41038211/


I live near a major highway and see the health impacts on my neighbors every day.  

I am a health professional who sees the impact of air pollution on the patients and 
communities I serve.  

I have — or a loved one has — a health condition that puts me at greater risk from air 
pollution.  

I am concerned about the long-term health of my children and grandchildren breathing 
polluted air. 

3. Name the harm of weakening the rule.  

Weaker protections, worse air, more illness. Who lives near highways, who breathes the 
most polluted air, and who has the least recourse when standards are weakened.  

4. Cite 1–2 peer-reviewed studies that support what you see in your clinic, hospital, or 
community. 

You can find some examples above. 

5. State the ask clearly.  

Oppose the proposed weakening of the rule and ask EPA to keep the rule as is. 

Call out the inadequacy of a regulatory analysis that counts costs to industry but refuses 
to count costs to human health. 

Remind EPA of its statutory mandate under the Clean Air Act to protect public health. 

 


