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When Lewis described his concerms i1 2
peet-review article i the journal Nature last
October, FPA Assistant Administrator Novine
Noonan fired off memos that “dlearly dis-
played her anger toward Dr. Russo over the
article.” acconding to the Fabor Department.

Noonan later downgraded Russo's perfor-
mance rating, denying her a 5% bonus. Then
Russo was forced by the EPA fo relocate ©©
Washington, D.C, a move that {abor con-
cluded was “retaliatory in nature.”

This is hardly the first tine the EPA has
tried to shut up internal critics who had con-
cerns about the validity of the science EPA i
using. Nor the first time those efforts have

“backfired:

» Lewis himmself, who has a pending whis-.
tleblower case against EPA over the sludge is-
sue, already won another whistieblower case

against the EPA after it retaliated against him. .

for a 1996 article critical of EPA science, The
EPA paid him $115000 in a settiernent,
along with a written apology. .

» Brian Rimar, a former Denver-based
EPA scientist, questioned an EPA Superfund
cleanup plan and daimed that i response,
the agency trumped up conflict-of-interest

EPA takes hits in courts

The Environmental Protection Agency
contends that is rules are based on sound
science. fut those rules are reversed in
court more often than the rules of other
federst agendies, according to an anlysis
of cases geard by the D.C, Circuit of the
11.S. Coust of Appeals during the past
SEVED years,
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charges against him, The EPA settled the case
inn 1998 and paid Rimar $100,000,

» In Juie 1998, several EPA scientists
complained publicly of the hostile reatient
whistieblowers receive, saying the problem
was “pervasive” and reaches “the highest
tevels™ of the agency. :

» At a House hearing Wednesday examin-
ing EPA reprisals, Leroy Warren Jr, chairman
of the NAACP Federal Sector Task Force, said
that “there seems to be a situation at EPA
where if you complain .., you are facing a
death sentence in terms of upward mobility
and promotions”

EPA's attempts to squelch criticism aren't
lemited to intimidating critical empioyees,
but include making dubious assertions to the
public. LastOctober, Chuck Fox, assistant ad-
ministrator in the EPAs Office of Water,
wiote a response to a USA TODAY editorial
saying that the EPA set “tough health stan-
dards” for shidge and that it backs them up
“with strong enforcement actions.”

But the EPA's own inspector general con-
cluded in March that the EPA can't guatantee
that the sludge nles protect human health
because LPA “does not have an effective pro-
gram for ensuring compliance™ with the
rules. g
Now the agency has asked the National
Academy of Sciences to review its sludge
rules, According to one senior EPA offical,
who testified in a deposition earlier this

" month, the academy review likely would

“raise isstes” with the existing program.

Russo's story might have a happier ending
if there was reason to believe the EPA had
learned from its mistakes.

To the contrary, an internal EPA report is-
sued back in 1992 warned the agency that it
should improve is treatment of saentists,
ensuring they “feel free to express conflict-
ing opinions and judgments, without fear of
reprisals.” .

5o far, there’s ne indication that the EPA
tas heeded that call, if the EPA hopes to re-
pair its battered reputation and live up to is
promise to protect the public’s health, it will
have to do far mere than give Russo the keys
to her ofd office.




