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Mr. Bush’s Broken Government continued . . . 

Reading bureaucratic responses can be downright comical at times, that is until one recognizes the disconnect to reality.  The recurring theme so prevalent throughout the Bush Administration of “agency appointees selected primarily for ideology and loyalty rather than on experience” was evidenced over and over throughout federal agencies during the Bush years – 2001-2008.  Former President Bush seemed to have an especially strong disdain for the environment, possibly gained from his family’s background and fortune grounded in the oil industry.  

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Fails to Put Children First:  In 1997, an agency within the EPA was founded by the Clinton Administration to assess risks for children – the Office of Children’s Health Protection.  A Presidential Task Force on Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks to Children that was created in 1997 by former President Clinton was allowed to expire in 2005 by the Bush Administration.  


A 2008 Government Accountability Office investigation found the EPA “failed to effectively engage or value input of the Children’s Health Protection Advisory Committee.”  Three air quality standard proposals on particulate matter, ozone and lead were reviewed during the GAO’s investigation.  The investigation found “EPA officials either did not acknowledge, was noncommittal, rejected or offered only to consider recommendations from the Advisory Committee.”  


Children are at high risk from environmental hazards which account for an estimated cost of $55 billion per year spent on children’s diseases.  According to the GAO, despite this incredible amount, Bush ended the task force created during the Clinton Administration, and left the EPA without “high-level infrastructure or mandate for children’s environmental health and safety.”  Asthma and autism continue to rise at an unprecedented pace.  
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Ignores Advisers on Particulate Matter Standards:  The breathing public often gets the short end of in-agency differences of opinion.  Fine particle pollution discharged from sources such as diesel vehicles and power plants have been linked to “strokes, heart disease, respiratory ailments and premature death,” according to the Union of Concerned Scientists.  


Even though particulate pollution is estimated to cause 20,000 deaths annually with even more hospitalizations, the EPA ignored its own advisory committee on air quality standards and issued a ruling based on “the best available science, as required by the Clean Air Act,” with no precise identification of the source of such science.  The advisory committee’s disagreement with the EPA on air quality standards was supported by the American Medical Association, American Thoracic Society, American Lung Association, American Academy of Pediatrics, American Heart Association, American Cancer Society and American Public Health Association – a rather long and strong list.  

As follow-up, Congress demanded in March of 2007 the reason why the EPA “had not finalized states’ ‘implementation of new particle standards and other environmental standards issued as far back as 1997.’”  The EPA’s response:  “It was giving states several years to implement rulings,” which prompted a lawsuit by the National Resource Defense Council and the Sierra Club.  


In follow-up, The Center for Public Intergrity found that the Government Accountability Office included in its presidential transition report a recommendation to re-visit and for strengthening the particulate matter program.  

EPA Stalls Perchlorate Regulation:  Perchlorate is a rocket fuel ingredient that has contaminated “more than 150 drinking water systems in 35 states,” but even such a widespread problem has failed to persuade the EPA to set a drinking water standards related to perchlorate.  


A National Academy of Science panel made this astounding report in 2005:  “It could not find a conclusive link between perchlorate and health hazards,” but the panel acknowledged, “There had been no research examining the relationship between perchlorate exposure and highly vulnerable populations such as pregnant women and their babies.”  The EPA’s own Science Advisory Board disagreed offering this strong belief:  “Given perchlorate’s wide occurrence and well-documented toxicity to humans, there must be a compelling scientific basis to support a scientific determination not to regulate perchlorate as a national drinking water contaminant.”   


Shortly after that pronouncement, in 2006, the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) provided statistics on the harm perchlorate causes and that it is known to hinder brain development.  The CDC study showed that “perchlorate exposure endangers fetal brain development in one-third of pregnant American women at levels of 7 ppb.”  As late as October of 2008 in the Bush Administration, the EPA refused to act.  Its argument:  “A new regulation would not present a meaningful opportunity for reducing health risks.”   

The strongest and most powerful objectors to regulation of perchlorate are the influential aerospace industry and the Department of Defense, those very polluters who release perchlorate into the environment.  Imagine that!  


The EPA’s response to criticisms was typical bureaucratic double speak:  “The agency is committed to sound science and transparency in decision making.”  No doubt, the Department of Defense and the aerospace industry exert far greater control over such than the CDC, the EPA’s own Science Advisory Board and the EPA’s Children’s Health Protection Advisory Committee do.  Despite urging from the Children’s Health Protection Advisory Committee and the CDC statistics, the EPA refused to extend its public comment period, and announced it would not set a safety standard for perchlorate.  

The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
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