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Endangerment Finding 

FACT SHEET

In February 2026, EPA rescinded its 2009 finding that greenhouse gas emissions from motor vehicles 
contribute to air pollution that endangers public health and welfare. With that withdrawal, EPA repealed 
all greenhouse gas emission standards for cars and trucks. 

EPA primarily argues that the Clean Air Act provision authorizing vehicle emission standards does not 
extend to greenhouse gases. EPA also argues that regulation is unwarranted because U.S. vehicle 
emissions would have a relatively small impact on global temperature and sea-level rise. 

But EPA’s repeal is wrong on numerous accounts. As our resources explain, legal precedent and scientific 
and economic evidence justify U.S. climate regulations:

1.	 EPA has broad authority to regulate greenhouse gas emissions from motor vehicles. Congress 
expressly contemplated that EPA would regulate climate pollutants when it passed the Clean Air 
Act, and, in 2007, the Supreme Court confirmed that EPA must  regulate greenhouse gases from 
motor vehicles if the agency finds this pollution endangers the public. Since then, Congress and the 
Supreme Court have repeatedly reaffirmed EPA’s authority to regulate greenhouse gases.

2. 	 The major questions doctrine does not undercut that regulatory authority. EPA’s regulation of 
greenhouse gases did not trigger the doctrine because it was neither unheralded nor transformed 
EPA’s authority. Rather, EPA’s regulatory program was consistent with statutory design and regulatory 
history dating back to the 1970s. And the Supreme Court already rejected EPA’s major questions 
argument in 2007. 

3.	 Greenhouse gas emissions from U.S. motor vehicles cause enormous harm to U.S. health and 
welfare. The sector’s annual greenhouse gas emissions cause thousands of U.S. deaths and billions of 
dollars in economic costs from future climate damages. 

4.	 EPA has repeatedly regulated sectoral emissions under the Clean Air Act based on far smaller 
pollution contributions. Given EPA’s longstanding practice of recognizing much smaller emissions 
contributions, greenhouse gases from U.S. motor vehicles undeniably satisfy the Clean Air Act’s 
endangerment standard.

5. 	 The benefits of EPA’s vehicle greenhouse gas regulations—including climate, public health, and 
fuel-saving benefits—greatly exceed the costs. The rescinded climate regulations were projected to 
produce hundreds of billions of dollars in net benefits. This includes fuel savings, climate and public-
health benefits, and other overlooked benefits of fuel-efficiency improvements. Moreover, economic 
experts firmly agree that significant action to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions is warranted and 
cost-effective. 
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