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How the Bush Administration is Abusing Science
I believe that scientific knowledge provides a vital input into the policy-making process that must remain objective, impartial, and independent of political considerations in order to achieve its purpose. The importance of scientific analysis to every realm of government policy -- from fighting the global AIDS pandemic, to developing renewable energy resources, to safeguarding our nation against future acts of terrorism -- cannot be overstated, and protecting the integrity of this input is not just a matter of sound policy; it is a matter of our national security and well-being.

In addition to providing grossly inadequate funding for our federal science programs, the Bush administration has shown a dangerous tendency to manipulate, distort and suppress scientific data and analyses to support its own policy priorities. Last year, a nonpartisan report was released by the Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS) that lend credence to this concern.  

The (UCS) report outlines a pattern of suppression and distortion of scientific analyses produced by federal agencies. It also alleges “irregularities” in the appointment of scientific advisors and scientific advisory panels.  For example it describes the elimination from a 2003 EPA Report on the Environment of an entire section on climate change that had appeared in a draft of the report. According to news stories, the deletion occurred after the White House Office of Management and Budget (OMB) and the White House Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) made a number of edits to the presentation that EPA found objectionable on scientific grounds.  An internal EPA memo commenting on the edits proposed by OMB/CEQ appears to make clear that EPA chose to simply delete the climate change section rather than include an analysis that was inconsistent with “scientific consensus on climate change.”

A statement on Restoring Scientific Integrity in Policymaking that was signed by more than 60 prominent scientists, including Nobel laureates, was released in conjunction with the UCS study.  The statement was likewise critical of the Administration’s credibility on scientific matters.  The fact that over 60 leading scientists signed the UCS report, including Nobel laureates, esteemed medical experts, former federal agency directors, and university presidents, makes its findings particularly compelling.

An April 2004 report from the Government Accountability Office (GAO) criticized a number of federal agencies for having inadequate controls in place to ensure that federal science advisory panels are well balanced and that panel members have no conflicts of interest.

I am a cosponsor of the Restore Scientific Integrity to Federal Research and Policymaking Act (H.R. 839), which would implement the recommendations of the UCS and GAO reports to ensure that the scientific analysis used by the government in formulating policy remains objective and reliable. I will be working to enact this legislation in the 109th Congress.
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