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Good morning. I am pleased to speak today in support of strengthening the National Ambient Air Quality Standard for Ozone.   My name is Paul Billings and I am Vice President of National Policy & Advocacy for the American Lung Association. The American Lung Association is one of the nation’s oldest voluntary health organizations. Our mission is to prevent lung disease and promote lung health.  In essence, my job is to be an advocate, a lobbyist for the lung and for the breathers.  My work is personal. Fortunately, I have two lungs and my doctor says they work just fine.  My wife and I are blessed to have two active and healthy daughters.  Like every parent, every individual who breathes, I care deeply about the quality of the air that my family and I breathe.   As a soccer dad, I have seen first-hand my daughters’ teammates struggle with asthma attacks on smoggy days.   In my wife’s third grade class, there are too many children with asthma.   We must protect all children whose lungs are still developing and all the vulnerable populations from air pollution. 

The Clean Air Act is a promise to the American people for clean and healthy air -- a covenant to take the steps to remove poisons from the air to levels that no longer harm health with an adequate margin of safety.   The U.S. Supreme Court affirmed this contract when it rejected the polluters who sued to block the implementation of the 1997 standard revision.

Fighting for clean air—healthy air—is central to the American Lung Association’s mission.  We are here today because five years ago, EPA again broke the law, failing in its legal obligation to review the standard by 2002.  So, the American Lung Association, in our continued commitment to clean air, took legal action to require this review.  We sued EPA to make EPA follow the law. The last time EPA reviewed the ozone standard my youngest was a newborn.  The law required the review of this standard when she was in Kindergarten.   This week, she started 5th grade.  It should not take EPA a decade to complete the review and updating of these health standards.   The Clean Air Act requires reviews every 5 years because Congress understood that new science would inform this process and states would write plans to meet these standards.  EPA’s foot dragging harms people and it must stop.  Frankly, thirty-seven years after the passage of the Clean Air Act there is no risk of the air being too clean or the breathers being too protected.

The Clean Air Act requires EPA to set a standard that protects public health with an adequate margin of safety. The Supreme Court ruled unanimously that EPA must only consider protecting public health in setting the standards—nothing else. So what does that mean, “to protect public health with a margin of safety?”  How does the EPA provide that protection?  

First, it means that EPA should follow the advice of the 23 distinguished and independent air pollution experts who form the EPA’s Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee. They unanimously recommended much stronger standards than EPA has proposed.  

Last October, the scientists on the Committee sent its official recommendations to EPA in a letter that was both explicit and pointed.  The Committee warned that the ozone smog standard “needs to be substantially reduced” and that there is “no scientific justification” for retaining the current, weaker standard.  The Committee recommended a range for the standard of 0.060 to 0.070 parts per million, a range that would provide much more protection than the EPA recommendations. Unfortunately, the tightest new standard proposed by EPA barely touches the levels the scientists recommended.  The Administrator’s cites as a defense the uncertainty of public health benefit provided by a more protective standard.  Yet clearly, the Clean Air Act requires, and the American public expects, such uncertainty must be addressed in favor of more public health protection--not less.  

The American Lung Association calls on EPA to adopt a primary national ambient air quality standard for ozone of 0.060 parts per million averaged over eight hours.  While the range EPA has proposed is an improvement on the existing standard, it falls short of what is needed.  It falls short of the recommendations by the experts; it falls short of providing that adequate margin of safety; it falls short of what the Clean Air Act requires.  The health—indeed the lives—of too many people are at stake.   

The proposal also leaves open a completely unacceptable and unlawful option – that of making no improvements in the standards at all by retaining the current standard.  In doing so, the EPA would ignore its legal obligation and a decade of compelling research that points to even more harm from ozone pollution.  We cannot wait until another decade passes to provide this protection.

Ozone air pollution poses health risks for infants, children, seniors, and people with asthma and other lung diseases. For these people, smog-polluted air means more breathing problems, aggravated asthma, hospital visits and even premature death. Even healthy adults who work or exercise outdoors are at risk.  In our written comments we will discuss the scientific evidence for a stronger ozone standard more specifically.  

There is a scientific consensus. The law is unambiguous. EPA must set the standard that protects the health of the public—including the most vulnerable people like 12 year old soccer players with asthma —with a margin of safety.  The revised ozone smog standards EPA is now proposing are a step toward that goal–but they do not go far enough.  “Part-way there” is not good enough.  On behalf of the American Lung Association, I urge you to adoption of a substantially stronger ozone standard – 0.060 ppm -- that follows the law and the science.  
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