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Whistle-Blower Clears the Air

EPA Reinstatement of Fluoride Critic Seen as Change in Wind

By Gary Lex

Wy gL Theh BT Waalve

To {edoral employces conlemplat:
ing blawing Lhe winslie on 2 conlzo-
wersial goverpmenst pohicy, thie saga
of Wiliam L. Matcus oflers two
mEssages: victory 15 within yout
grasp., bul wear 3 heavy sel of i
mrar, a5 Lhe batlle could beeome 3
prolracied war.

Marcus, now B8, was a senior o
icolegist at the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency and in May 1980
questioned the EPA-backed practice
of adding fluoride to the nation's
drinking water supphes.

After Marcus wrote memos sug:
gesting that flusride may cause can-
cer iy humans, Margaret Stasikows
ki, his supervisor m the Olfice of
Prinking Water, ordered him to stop
wriling about the chiemical. In May
19492, Marcus was fired, altegedly
for pursuing outside work thal con
ficted wilh his EPA work, Al the
Lime, Marcus had a second job s an
expert tria] wilhess in legal cases,

Last manth, Labor Secretary Rob-
ert B, Reich ordered the EFf tore-
instale Marcus, to compensste him
for tegat costs he incurred lighting
His firing, and to pay him 550,000 in
damages. The reason for Lhe firing,
Reich delermined, was “retaliation”
lor Mazcus's crilicism of fhuonide.

EPA officials, mitialty betieved Lo
be preparing an sppeal, yeslerday
had fusther good news for Mareus.
“He will e reinstated,” s3id agency
spokesman john J. Hasper. “We will
comply with the Department of La-
ot decision”

The victory was ol easily won. {L
involved two jegal hearings over the
course of two ycars., Faced wilh the
sudden loss of his $87,000 EPA job,
Marcus dipped into private savigs
std bortowed Jrom [riends. During
Lhe process, Marcus gained a lot of
weight, and, lriends say, feli ixte oo
cawional periods of depression.

in the inilial grievance heating in
1992, EPA oflictals charged Marcus
with Lhree offenses, including using
working hours for s private activ
ties 24 & trial wilness, engaging
without zpptoval in outside employ-
sment and wmproperly using EPA in
for mation for private gain.

In his defense, Marcus srgued
that the charges were unfair and
that ke was seally ousted because of
his critwal views of EPA’s Tuoride
policy. He ealisied he help of the
National Whistieblower's Cenler, &
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nonprolil Washingten-based organi-
zativn, which offers legal assislante
1o whistie-blowers,

“One big complication m ths case,”
said David Colapato, » Sawyer fof e
grganitalion, s thal the whistle-
biower taws were established te pro-
tecl privale titizens and Marcus was
appeating as & federat cmplayee”

{inder the 1380 Whislieblower
Protection Acl, federal employees
who want Lo blow Lhe wiastle cas ap-
peal ta the Ollice of Specasl Counsed,
but many stiff complain that they
face retatiation [rom Supervisors.

15 the end, the judge sided with
Marcus. Jt lurned oul that EFA ollr
cials had lalsilied Marcus's time
cards to show that he was pursuing
autside work when he should have
been working and What the EPA
made false slatements about how
Matcus represented himsel! when
ke appeared as a court witness,

EPA officialy appeated the decsion.
To keep the case from falling inlo the
black hole of appeats cascs, some of
which diag oa for years, Marcus ap-
peaied Lo liwmakers, including Sen.
Barbarz A. Mixulski (D-Md.). She, in
turn, asked Reich Lo give the case pr-
arity. Labor Department sfficials re-
viewsd the appeal early this year and
srade their suling Feb, 7.

Different individuats found solace
Bt the Jecsion.

¥or Marcus, more than a chance
to get his job back, il represenied a

sment aftar & two.year battle,
victory for s profession. "L is my
hope.” he said, “thal my vindication
here will serve as the first, albeit
small slep in bringing respensible
science, undaunted by fears about
job securily or other reprisals, back
tothe EPAS

For whistte-blywer advocales, the
Jecision means an expanasion of the
protection offered by lederal whis
teblower laws. “With Lhis case, the
Jaws can now be ased to protect [ed:
cral employees who are whistle.
blowers,” Colspinto said, "Il may en-
courage other governmenut workers
1o comse fueward now.”

For critics of Duodde, the ruling
2lse was good nows. They say that
besides Lhe risks the chemical posts
of causing bone cancer, it cavses
motiied tecih, cripphing bobe disease
and may cause Kidney discase.

Flueride proponsnts fatly dis
agree, arguing thal Lhe chermical,
which otcurs nalurally in some
drinking waler supplies, helps to
fight toolh decay.

“We have been fighting the use of
fuoride since the mid: 1980s, and we
have been opposed by federai offi-
cials all akong Lhe way,” s3id Robert
Cartan, 4 Jormer senjor EPA official,
a friend of Marcus and now 3 leader
iy the anti-fuoride movement na-
tjonwide, *| hope that the decigion in
Marcus's case will lead 1o 3 rethink:
ing of the officiat fluoride policy.”
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