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Mr. Bush’s Broken Government continued . . . 

Little did the country realize to what extreme Mr. Bush’s first address to Congress in 2001 set the tone for his administration.  The stage for his anti-government, anti-regulation agenda was actually set in motion by the Clinton/Gore Administration.  

How soon Americans have forgotten the promises of the Clinton/Gore Administration.  The findings of the Center for Public Integrity (the Center) revealed that now infamous goal of Clinton/Gore – reinvent government, eliminate regulation and cut the size of government – provided the perfect breeding ground for an otherwise clueless Bush/Cheney.  

Remember former President Clinton’s declaration “The era of big government is over?”  That plan, referred to at the time as “Putting People First” called for a “25 percent reduction in the White House staff and elimination of 100,000 jobs in the bureaucracy.”  

What the combination of the Clinton and Bush years led to was this profound assessment by Thomas E. Mann, senior fellow at the Brookings Institute:  “We saw genuine distortion in the constitutional system, an exaggerated sense of presidential power and prerogative, and acquiescence by a Republican Congress in the face of the first unified Republican Government since Dwight Eisenhower . . . it encouraged a diminution in the capacity of government to deal with important problems.”  
Mann identified 9/11, Hurricane Katrina and the financial meltdown as examples of this diminished capacity.  The dramatic increase in imports further demonstrates how global markets require monitoring for both safety and homeland security.  In recent years, dangerous foods, drugs and toy imports that endanger lives and even kill serve as reminders of how products manufactured overseas require ever-increasing scrutiny to protect America.  
Lack of Adequate Foreign Drug Oversight:  Unbeknownst to many Americans who rely on drugs to stay alive is that the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) inspects only about one-tenth of the foreign establishments on its prioritized list – that despite “the number of foreign firms filing marketing applications with the FDA has jumped four-fold since 1992.”  That is well-recognized policy by pharmaceutical companies who increasingly import drugs or key ingredients for drugs from foreign countries.  The risk of lax inspection of foreign manufacturing facilities was driven front and center by a controversy in January of 2008.  

Baxter Healthcare Corporation recalled “several batches of the blood thinning medicine heparin after scores of people who received the drug died and hundreds suffered serious adverse reactions in the United States.  Investigation by the FDA found the active pharmaceutical ingredient in heparin was contaminated at the manufacturing facility in China.  


As follow-up, in 2008, the agency (the FDA), through its Foreign Drug Inspection Program, “received the green light from the State Department to create eight full-time FDA positions in China and announced it is hiring five local Chinese nationals as inspectors.”  
Limited Ability to Block Dangerous Imports:  The responsibility for blocking dangerous imports falls to the Consumer Products Safety Commission (CSPC), an overwhelming job considering the rise by 101 percent in imports over the last ten years – Chinese imports accounting for 42 percent of that total.  Short staffing and low funds, according to the CSPC’s acting chairman, have “strained the agency’s resources.”  Of the 473 products recalled by the agency, more than 80 percent were imports in fiscal year 2007, according to the Center.  

Consumer safety is almost non-existent in countries like China.  More than 2.5 million toys were recalled after the summer of 2007, leading to “vital talks taking place between the CPSC and the Chinese government,” and this profound statement to Congress by then Commissioner Thomas Moore, “last year’s heightened activities with respect to imported toys in particular, clearly illustrate the benefits of a strong CPSC federal presence in today’s consumer product marketplace.”
Failure to Protect Consumers From Unsafe Products:  The Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) does have a mission, and as the Center put it, a noble one:  “to protect the public from unreasonable risks of serious injury or death from more than 15,000 types of consumer products . . .”  That mission plays hollow to outraged, wary and scared American consumers considering the massive toy recalls over recent years (2006-2007), most notably popular products such as Barbie dolls and Polly Pockets which “put millions of children at risk and prompted serious questions about the agency’s oversight.”  

Few Americans realize just how limited the CPSC’s ability is to disclose safety hazards to the public.  Typically, a recall of a product is only issued after a manufacturer agrees to it rather than be sued, and this after reliance on the manufacturer adhering to safety standards.  Yeah!  The cap on civil penalties was at $8,000.00 – such restrictions did little more than slow down the recall process.  

Recall of Polaris Industries’ all-terrain vehicles took more than two years after faulty oil lines were detected, and then only after faulty oil lines caused 42 fires and injured 18 people.  Serious problems and related injuries continue with all-terrain vehicles, and have risen “24 percent since 2001.”  

Perhaps the most despicable of dangerous products was the September 2007 recall of one million cribs when a nine-month old child died after getting stuck in a defective drop rail causing death by asphyxiation.  Even though the CPSC was notified of the death during the police investigation, a recall was not issued until after the deaths of two more children.  After the first death, the CPSC investigator “failed to track down the manufacturer and took no further steps.”

As follow-up, the Consumer Product Safety Improvement Act of 2008 (CPSIA) allows the CPSC to “adopt mandatory safety standards for ATVs, impose higher civil penalties on violators of up to $15 million, and created a searchable database available to the public that lists reports of hazards.”  Effective February 10, 2009, the CPSIA began bans on “the sale of toys containing certain chemicals, but placed no such restrictions on products manufactured before that date,” according to the Center for Public Integrity.

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