Message

From: Joseph Bast [IBast@heartland.org]

Sent: 5/26/2017 3:23:22 PM

Subject: Anatomy of a Deep State - WSJ - and would you like to be invited?
Friends,

Today’s Wall Street Journal reports, in the article below, a meeting to be convened in June by EPA’s “Science
Integrity Official” that seems to lack individuals with, shall we say, “science integrity.” I'm just starting to think
about this, but...

* [ have a list of about 300 scientists and economists who specialize in climate change and are not dependent
on EPA grants, all with advanced degrees and with publications in the field, who perhaps could be invited to
attend this meeting. You may have your own similar list.

* |f you have advice on whether/how | might ask Francesca Grifo to invite these folks, please share it with me.
[ suppose a simple letter or email from me to her might get more attention if someone else on the Bec line of
this message were to provide insight into how it ought to be phrased, to whom it should be sent or cc’ed, etc.

* Please let me know if you would be interested in attending this meeting, and perhaps supply names and
contact info for others who would be.

Joe

Joseph Bast

President

The Heartland Institute

3939 N. Wilke Road

Arlington Heights, IL 60004

Phone 312/377-4000

Email jbast@heartland.org

Web site http://www.heartland.org

Support Heartland today!

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message {and any associated files) is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain information that is confidential, subject to copyright, or constitutes a trade secret. If you are not the
intended recipient you are hereby notified that any dissemination, copying, or distribution of this message, or files associated with
this message, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the
message and deleting it from your computer.

https://www.wsi.com/articles/anatomy-of-a-deep-state- 1495753640

Anatomy of a Deep State

The EPA’s ‘Science Integrity Official’ is plotting to
undermine Trump’s agenda.
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Kimberiey A, StrasseiMay 25, 2017 7:07 p.m. ET

ByKimberley A. Strassel

On May 8 a woman few Americans have heard of, working in a federal
post that even fewer know exists, summoned a select group of 45 people
to a June meeting in Washington. They were almost exclusively
representatives of liberal activist groups. The invitation explained they
were invited to develop “future plans for scientific integrity” at the
Environmental Protection Agency.

Meet the deep state. That’s what conservatives call it now, though it goes
by other names. The administrative state. The entrenched governing
elite. Lois Lerner. The federal bureaucracy. Whatever the description,
what’s pertinent to today’s Washington is that this cadre of federal
employees, accountable to no one, is actively working from within to
thwart Donald Trump’s agenda.

There are few better examples than the EPA post of Scientific Integrity
Official. (Yes, that is an actual job title.) The position is a legacy of Barack
Obama, who at his 2009 inaugural promised to “restore science to its
rightful place”—his way of warning Republicans that there’d be no more
debate on climate change or other liberal environmental priorities.

Team Obama directed federal agencies to implement “scientific
integrity” policies. Most agencies tasked their senior leaders with
overseeing these rules. But the EPA—always the overachiever—bragged
that it alone had chosen to “hire a senior level employee” whose only job
would be to “act as a champion for scientific integrity throughout the
agency.

In 2013 the EPA hired Francesca Grifo, longtime activist at the far-left
Union of Concerned Scientists. Ms. Grifo had long complained that EPA
scientists were “under siege”—according to & report she helped write—by
Republican “political appointees” and “industry lobbyists” who had
“manipulated” science on everything from “mercury pollution to
groundwater contamination to climate science.”

As Scientific Integrity Official, Ms. Grifo would have the awesome power
to root out all these meddlesome science deniers. A 2013 Science
magazine story reported she would lead an entire Scientific Integrity
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Committee, write an annual report documenting science “incidents” at
the agency, and even “investigate” science problems—alongside no less
than the agency’s inspector general.

And get this: “Her job is not a political appointment,” the Science article
continues, “so it comes with civil service protections.” Here was a
bureaucrat with the authority to define science and shut down those who
disagreed, and she could not be easily fired, even under a new
administration.

Ms. Grifo perhaps wasn’t too busy in the Obama years, since EPA
scientists were given carte blanche to take over the economy. She seems
to have been uninterested when EPA scientists used secret meetings and
private email to collude with environmental groups—a practice
somewhat lacking in scientific integrity.

She has been busier these past few months. In March the Sierra Club
demanded that the EPA’s inspector general investigate whether the
agency’s newly installed administrator, Scott Pruitt, had violated policy
by suggesting carbon dioxide might not be the prime driver of global
warming. The inspector general referred the matter to . . . the Scientific
Integrity Official. So now an unelected, unappointed activist could pass
judgment on whether the Senate-confirmed EPA chief is too unscientific
to run his own agency. So much for elections.

There’s also that “scientific integrity” event planned for June. Of the 45
invitations, only one went to an organization ostensibly representing
industry, the American Chemistry Council. A couple of academics got
one. The rest? Earthjustice. Public Citizen. The Natural Resources
Defense Council. Center for Progressive Reform. Public Employees for
Environmental Responsibility. Reporters Committee for Freedom of the
Press. Environmental Defense Fund. Three invites alone for the Union of
Concerned Scientists. Anyone want to guess how the meeting will go?

This is a government employee using taxpayer funds to gather political
activists on government grounds to plot—Ilet’s not kid ourselves—ways to
sabotage the Trump administration. Ms. Grifo did not respond to a
request for comment.
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Messrs. Pruitt and Trump should take the story as a hint of the fight they
face to reform government. It’s hard enough to overcome a vast
bureaucracy that ideologically opposes their efforts. But add to the
challenge the powertful, formalized resistance of posts, all across the
government, like the Scientific Integrity Official. Mr. Obama worked
hard to embed his agenda within government to ensure its survival.
Today it is the source of leaks, bogus whistleblower complaints, internal
sabotage.

Pitched battle with these folks is no way to govern. The better answer is
dramatic agency staff cuts—maybe start with the post of Scientific
Integrity Official?—as well as greater care in hiring true professionals for
key bureaucratic posts. The sooner department heads recognize and take
action against that deep state, the sooner this administration might
begin to drain the swamp.

Write to kim@uwsj.com.

Appeared in the May 26, 2017, print edition.
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