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ERA Administrator Scolt Prulll is 2@ man who gets things done. Despite resistance Ton within his
own agency and an environment lobby benl on stopping him, he's doing his part lo draln the swarmp
and return govermment to the people. He's Dringing what citizens demand of a federal egency.
Transparency and reasoned, fack-based decision=making resling on sound statutory footing,

Take the contentious issue of global warming. Pruitl called for & regsoned debate. Bul his critics
mocked lhe suggestion, claiming it would be an oulrage 1o place finge views on an even platform
with ‘established peerreviewed ressarch” Bul i is tyranis and mobs — nol reasonable
policymakers intent on serving the public — who ridicule debate and discussion Il undercuts
arbitrary rule and fear, thelr chiel weapons,

Consider Pruitt's recent directive prohibiting scientisls finm serving on one of the agency s three
main advisory panels while they are receiving EFA grant funding. I applies o the three main
advisory boards at the EPA: The Science Advisory Board, the Clean Air Scientific Advisory
Committes (CASAL), and the Board of Scientiiic Counselog (BOSC )

Fruitt made the case thal the directive is necessary lo ensure the agency B reseaich programs are
infonmed by independent experts willh no financial ties 1o the programs. A5 he noted, advisory board
members have received $77 million in grant money over the past three years — half of the {otal
amount allotted,

“YWhen we have members of those committees that received tens of milliops of dellars in grants al
the same time that they are advising this agency on rulemaking that is nob good ” Pruitl said Hisg
directive is prudent and it ia the tvpe of common-sense safeguard that cilizens expect n a self-
gaverned republic,
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In contrast the resistance of the EPA s bureaucracy and its apologists shows anogant contempt for
the citizen Board member and chair of BOSC. Deborah Swackhamer seemingly unfazed by these
relationehipe, labeled Pruitt's direclive as ‘clearly political’ and suggesied it is an altemptlo
effectively stack the committees with members wWho disagree with her (although she didn 't put i guite
that way )

Sierra Club v. EPA, 1:17-cv-01906 ED_001523B_00000089-00001
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Whats really going on at EPA s the swamp draining that needs o happen across the federal
bureaucracy. It is a death-fight (meant figuratively) for bureaucrats intent at reshaping society
according o thelp worldview. To do so, they need o mainlain an appeatance that scientific
Consensus suppots thelr views,

Bul, as Pruilt commented, the focus al EFA should be “sound science, not political science ® Hig
approach should be ermulaled by the other agencies

Emmett McGroarty and Erin Tuttle work for American Principles Project. They are co-authors of the
forthcoming book ‘Deconstructing the Administrative State: The Fight for Liberty.”
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