
---"Our 

environmental 

laws badly 

need re-

thinking.ò 
 



"[O]ur environmental laws are not 
ŀŎƘƛŜǾƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƎƻŀƭǎΦέτ

Fred Krupp, Environmental Defense Fund 



---άώWe need] a more 
robust statutory 
framework to enable 
the country to achieve 
further environmental 
progress, which at the 
moment is stalled and 
needs to be rekindled." 

ςWilliam K. Reilly, Administrator, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 1989-
93 



---òThe Clean Air Act is 
not a relic to be displayed 
in the Smithsonian, but a 
living document that must 
be refurbished to continue 
realizing results. . . .[W]e 
have a responsibility to 
overhaul and enhance the 
Clean Air Act to ensure it 
translates from paper 
promises into cleaner air.ó 
---Stephen Johnson, Former EPA Administrator 



---ñWe ought to be 
able to go further, but 
we canôt because the 
statute is stupid.ò 

---òThe time to 
celebrate will come 
when the Clean Air Act 
is itself reformed to 
make it capable of 
dealing with today's 
challenges.ò 

---òThe assumptions behind  the 1970 
scheme no longer hold true.ò 



----άSo my basic message this morning is I think the 
Clean Air Act that has served us pretty well for the last 
40 years on ozone is going to have to be re-ŜȄŀƳƛƴŜŘΦέ 
τJeff Holmstead, Bracewell & Giuliani, Former EPA Assistant Administrator for Air 



---"I think that there's merit in having 
Congress consider what would be the 
appropriate amendments to the Clean 
Air Act.ά---Cal Dooley, president and CEO of the American Chemistry 

Council 



"Congress needs 
to determine 
the scope of 
the Clean Air 
!Ŏǘ Φ Φ Φέ 




