
702 H Street, NW, Suite 300, Washington, DC 20001
Tel: 202-462-1177  •  Fax: 202-462-4507

Secretary Steven Chu
Secretary of Department of Energy
1000 Independence Ave. SW
Washington DC 20585

Feb. 21, 2012
Dear Secretary Chu,

Greenpeace is the world’s largest independent environmental organization. For over 40 years, we
have been winning campaigns to protect the environment. We do not take any money from
corporations, industry or government.

Last week, internal documents from the Heartland Institute, a purported independent nonprofit
organization, became public showing that the Institute has been receiving large donations from
corporations to distribute misinformation about climate change science. According to The New
York Times, these documents show that Heartland “is planning a new push to undermine the
teaching of global warming in public schools.” 1

Mark S. McCaffrey, programs and policy director for the National Center for Science Education,
told The New York Times that the internal Heartland documents show that when it comes to
climate change, “they continue to promote confusion, doubt and debate where there really is
none.”2

In one document titled “Heartland Institute 2012 Proposed Budget,” Heartland laid out a plan to
spend $75,000 to develop a global warming lesson plan for K-12.3 Specifically, the document
states:

K-12 Climate Education Project
Payments to David Wojick for K-12 Global Warming Lesson Plan modules plus a
Website featuring the same. Estimate quarterly payments of $25,000 in June, September,
and December.

According to the Department of Energy’s website, David Wojick is listed as a “senior consultant
for innovation” to the DOE’s Office of Science & Technical Information (OSTI).4 On its

                                                       
1 Justin Gillis and Leslie Kaufman, “Leak Offers Glimpse of Campaign Against Climate
Science,” The New York Times, February 12, 2012.
2 Ibid.
3 Heartland Institute 2012 Proposed Budget, p. 18, available at:
http://www.desmogblog.com/sites/beta.desmogblog.com/files/%281-15-
2012%29%202012%20Heartland%20Budget%20%282%29.pdf
4 See OSTI blog at page: https://www.osti.gov/ostiblog/users/david-wojick



webpage, OSTI states that its mission is to collect, preserve, and disseminate the results of DOE
research.5 Mr. Wojick writes regularly for OSTI’s blog.

We are alarmed that a DOE consultant, whose job is to disseminate and explain government
research, is taking payments from the Heartland Institute “to promote confusion, doubt and
debate” on climate change. Furthermore, we would like to understand if taking such payments
may violate federal conflict of interest rules.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST RULES IN FEDERAL SCIENCE

The federal government has rules regarding conflicts of interest and federally funded science.
Following several high profile scandals at the National Institutes of Health (NIH) in 2004,
Congressman Joe Barton, as Chairman of the House Energy and Commerce Committee, held
several hearings on the matter. He found that several NIH scientists were moonlighting as
consultants for pharmaceutical companies. In several stories, The Los Angeles Times reported
that NIH disciplined 35 scientists for violating conflict of interest rules, and six scientists were
suspended or placed on probation. 6

As then Chairman of the Energy and Commerce Subcommittee on Investigations, Rep. Edward
Whitfield (R-Ky.) said, “This is the largest scandal in the NIH’s existence.”7

NIH later banned all outside consulting by NIH employees. The NIH Director stated that the ban
helped “to provide the American public with an unbiased and trusted source of scientific and
health information, while preserving our ability to recruit and retain world-class scientists and
staff.”8

In recent years, Senator Charles Grassley (R-IA) led a high profile investigation of consultants
and grantees from NIH. He found that several of these consultants had severe conflicts of interest
and were receiving grants from NIH while also taking large payments from corporations.9 In one
case, a psychiatrist at Emory University received millions of dollars from drug companies as a
consultant while also receiving federal grants.10 In response, NIH tightened its rules last August
regarding conflicts of interest.11
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The National Science Foundation, a separate agency, also has rules on conflicts of interest that
are similar to those of NIH.12

CONFLICT OF INTEREST RULES AT DOE

The DOE has conflict of interest rules for its consultants.13 Specifically, Chapter 9 of the
Acquisition Guide covers contracting qualifications and conflicts of interest.14 Furthermore, the
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory has a standard contract for its consultants, which is
available on the web.15 The standard contract specifically guards against conflicts of interest.
Clause 10 of this contract states:

A. Consultant recognizes LLNS is a prime contractor of the U.S. Government and LLNS
desires to have the Consultant refrain from activities on behalf of LLNS and the
Government which could be interpreted as creating a conflict of interest for the
Consultant.

B. The Consultant warrants and represents to the best of his/her knowledge he/she has no
direct or indirect private interest (including corporate stockholdings or other business
agreements and obligations) which is or may appear to be incompatible with the
Consultant's services under this Agreement.

This document is attached for your reference.

CONCLUSION AND QUESTIONS

We are concerned that DOE retains a consultant who appears to have significant conflicts of
interest and is working “to promote confusion, doubt and debate” in science. To help us better
understand this matter, please respond to the following questions and requests for documents.

1. Does DOE require consultants to disclose their conflicts of interest? If not, why not?
2. As a consultant for DOE, did David Wojick disclose his conflicts of interest, including

his possible work for the Heartland Institute? If yes, please provide copies of any such
forms.

3. Please explain the DOE’s process for handling conflicts of interest and its consultants.
4. How does DOE handle situations in which consultants fail to report conflicts of interest?
5. Since 2007, has DOE disciplined consultants for failing to report conflicts of interest?

Please explain.
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We thank you for your time and attention to this matter. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact my Research Director Kert Davies at 202-319-2455.

Sincerely,

 
Phil Radford
Executive Director
Greenpeace USA


