Great Lakes Script / Buzenberg
Opening….[Music—fade…]

The following is a special report from the Center for Public Integrity in Washington. The Center’s latest project is: “The Great Lakes: Danger Zones?” I’m Bill Buzenberg, the Center’s Executive Director. 

[Music up a bit here and then fade again…for body of podcast]

This is a report about a suppressed and then leaked scientific study from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, which is the nation’s top public health agency. The 400-page report at the heart of this story examined the serious health consequences from exposure to environmentally hazardous areas around the Great Lakes. The CDC’s Chris de Rosa oversaw the study and he pushed to have it made public: 
Chris de Rosa: Without getting down in the weeds…here are some health statistics in the area of concern. 
Some 9 million people who live in the 26 most polluted areas around the Great Lakes face higher death rates resulting from health statistics such as these:  

Rep. Brad Miller: Higher infant mortality rates...in the population as a whole (0'19)

That’s Congressman Brad Miller, Democrat of North Carolina, who also thought the CDC study deserved to be made public. Miller has asked the CDC to provide documents and an explanation for why the report was not been published.  Miller serves on the X Committee, just one of several congressional committees looking to the CDC’s actions. 
The report is careful not to directly link negative health affects to these polluted areas around the Great Lakes. But it does provide a warning to vulnerable communities and points the way toward further research. The study was originally scheduled for release last July. But just days before its release, it was withdrawn, supposedly because the quality of the report was below expectations. And because it contained “alarming information.” Enter free lance Journalist Shelia Kaplan. She obtained the full report and wrote about it for the Center for Public Integrity:

Shelia Kaplan: 

The researchers who worked on the report were concerned that the public wasn’t getting this information. And they were not allowed to come forward and put the report out but they felt the report should come out. So I was able to get a copy and get a copy, and, you know, give it to you to put on the Web.

The full report can be found at PublicIntegrity.org. The CDC is now saying they expect some version of the report to be published later this spring after further review. However, dozens of scientists and other experts in the U.S. and Canada have already reviewed and vetted the report. That ought to be enough, say both the CDC’s De Rosa and Congressman Miller: 
De Rosa-Miller




All I can tell you….. Should be published. 

No one will say exactly why this report was suppressed. In general it seems to have been a political decision more in line with protecting polluters than warning the public by following the science where ever it led. Again, Journalist Shelia Kaplan:
Shelia Kaplan:
There are people inside CDC among them, the top people on this report, who feel that this information is being suppressed because the government does not want to alarm the public about a problem the government cannot fix, or, at least, cannot fix in the near future.
As for the chief scientist behind the study, who urged that it be released, Chris de Rosa has been demoted, told he was not a team player, and moved out of his office. That comes after serving for 16 years as director of Toxicology and Risk Analysis within the CDC. A career, De Rosa said, in which he simply tried to follow where the science led:
De Rosa
I was given my evaluation...back in October (0'19)

Retaliate against a scientist, suppress then perhaps change a valid scientific study…all of this appears to be yet another example of politics interfering with science, according to Congressman Brad Miller. 
Congressman Brad Miller:

Well, that wouldn't be the first time...scientific judgment (0'17)
I’m Executive Director Bill Buzenberg for the Center for Public Integrity.
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