Risky Business: Sullying Science With Politics Yet Again Sept. 2007

pUblVC)M@/ DOWN THE RABBIT HOLE

I |Zen How OMB Has Buried Risk Assessments
Under Requirement After Requirement

OMB's new memorandum on risk assessment is only the latest in a series of Bush administration policies that bury
risk assessments under layer after layer of requirements. The new risk memo adds so-called “Good Guidance Practices”
policies (Exec. Order No. 13,422 and related bulletin) on top of the requirements already in place under the Data Quality
Act Guidelines and OMB Peer Review Guidelines.

Develop draft risk Submit to peer review
.
dssessment . exc A e A .
- How influential is it? | 4’| Add to online peer review agenda
If influential, '
should be
“reproducible” Influenttal Submit to peer review panel
pd “will have or does have must exclude agency experts unless *a
a clear and substantial - premicr government scivntist is (a) not in
Submirt to I‘I()litil:’dl review Impact on importang a position of management or policy
. public policies or responsibility and (b possesses essential
If significant or economically private sector expertise that cannot be ohtained
significant: decisions” P Clsewhere and is employed by a different
L % L agency of the Cabinet-level department
- review and approval by senior [ 5 -
agency staff - Highly Influendal
- >
- AND review and approval by & “could have a potential Frrmally respond to peer veview report
impact of more than
-y it ,
U lR‘A S300 million in any l‘mp;]]"\' WITLLOTL TUSPONSe T POCr review
year, or is novel, report explaining (a)
controversial, or agreement/disagreement, (b) how agency
precedent-setting or 7 will respond ro the recs, and (¢ the
Publish final has significant reasons the agency belicves those actions
interagency interest” satisty the key concerns stated in the
report (if applicably).
Submit to public challenge — .
B Submut to public
: Whenever feasible and appropriae,
Y i S 5 T . RGO S
How significant is it? Post online, the agency shall
Remam open tw Data i . i
Yeali /.{ hall allow public ® make the draft scientific
caliry Act challenge ;
Quality Act challenge e comment assussment ovailable t che
Significant
public for comment at the
P Interagency conflict, novel same time it is submitted for
- allow public legal or policy issucs, Publish in Fed. peer review (or during the
fh“l}[;’nﬂk_‘ vy ﬁlljm’- materially alter budgered Reg., open for peer review process) and
to ohjectivity, quality, programs :
or utility of data = CRIICL ° sponsor a public meeting
pcrmd, preparc where oral presentations on
- allow unsatisficd | Economically signif. formal seientific issucs can be made
challengers to appeal response-to- 1o the peer reviewers by
adverse decisions to ! Annual effect = 5100_ COMHETiEs interested members of the
political higher-ups million, or adversely affect 7 - public.
economy, jobs, ete. -




