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Lonely at the top at the EPA

" t's awfully lonely being Chris-
I tine Whitman. Love her or

hate her, it’s impossible not
to feel a pang of sympathy for the
former governor of New Jersey,
now administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency.
She sits behind a desk in a vast,
gloomy office, leader of an agency
whose internal machinations —
let’s face it — few bother to under-
stand, at the center of an environ-

_ mental debate that has lately be-
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come ludicrously, almost hysteri-
cally, polarized. After two years
in the job, she has, she says, her
own way of determining whether
she has taken the “right” stand in
a regulatory debate: “If I'm get-
ting equally blasted by both sides,
I know I’'m in the right place.”

Up to a point you can see her
point. There is little applause
nowadays for those who describe
themselves as “pro-business and
pro-environment” as Ms. Whit-
man tries to do. With surprisingly
few exceptions, both environ-
mentalists and industry lobbies
have convinced themselves that
the environmental debate is a ze-
ro-sum game. Every new regula-
tion is calculated in dollars lost by
one side; every failure to regulate
is calculated in dead birds by the

other side. Perhaps this is no sur-

prise: Even a minor change in the

notoriously complex EPA rules

can require thousands of people

‘to alter their behavior, .or else

spend a great deal of money for
benefits they can’t necessarily
see. At the same time, the failure
to make these same intricate
changes can have dramatic im-
pacts on particular species or par-
ticular places. Both sides now
spend vast amounts of money and
lobbying time on everything from
riders attached to appropriations
bills to the vast, almost
philosophical question of
whether the globe is or is not
warming. .

And no wonder: It’s worth it to
industry to fight every issue with
loud rhetoric, given the money

‘involved. It’s worth it to the en-

Whereisit writtenin
blood that
conservatismand -
environmentalism
must be ideological

enemies?

vironmentalists, because the
more fuss they make, the more
attention (and donations) they re-
ceive. In recent years, this bitter
battle has been exacerbated fur-
ther by politics: In the last elec-
tion, Al Gore solidly identified
himself with the environmental
lobby, and George W. Bush hasn’t
gone out of his way to emphasize
his differences from the energy
industry.

But if decorum has been sacri-
ficed, so too, for the moment,
have the prospects for a moder-
ate environmental policy, not to
say a Republican one. Which is
odd, if you think about it. Where
is it written in blood that conser-
vatism and environmentalism
must be ideological enemies? In
other places — England, for exam-
ple - conservation has a distinctly
conservative face: Saving trees is
about future generations. I've
also met Bush administration of-
ficials who mumble' darkly about
energy conservation policy being
critical to national security poli-
cy: After all, every gallon of gas
saved is another one we don’t
have to buy from Saudi Arabia. If
we are counting pennies, there
are other ways to do it too: Pol-
luted air adds billions of dollars to
health care costs, thanks to in-
creased incidence of asthma and
lung disease.

Bravely, or perhaps foolishly,

Ms. Whitman has set herself up -

as the spokesman for this moder-
ate position. While not calling
anyone names, she firmly sepa-
rates herself, in conversation,
both from thé environmental

lobby and from the Republican
congressmen who have spent
their careers fighting it. (Both
sides, she sniffs, “benefit from
heated rhetoric.”) She also sup-
ports several policies she de-
scribes as “market-based.” Last
week EPA published its new
rules on water quality trading,
which will allow businesses and
local governments to buy and sell
rights to pollute. Several states
have found such trading results in
less money being spent on more
cleanup. Ms. Whitman also offers
the administration’s proposed
Clear Skies Act —which will allow
industry to trade rights to emit
certain pollutants - as an example
of the moderate environmen-
talism she is talking about.

The question, of course, is
whether the intermediate posi-
tion Ms. Whitman has carved out
is a real one, with real political
backing in the rest of her party
and the rest of the administration,
or whether she merely serves as
window dressing for people who
have other priorities but don’t
want to say so out loud. EPA offi-
cials do admit Ms. Whitman faces
pressure from other parts of the
administration — including the
vice president’s office — to modify
her proposals. James M. Inhofe,
the new Republican chairman of
the Senate Committee on Envi-
ronment and  Public Works, has
also failed to mention the Clear
Skies Act in his list of priorities.
Maybe this is Ms. Whitman’s
fault, testimony to her inability to

“play behind-the-scenes politics.

Or maybe it’s because there is no
serious support anywhere for a
wishy-washy-sounding, com-
mon-sense, cost-benefit-analysis
view of environmental -protec-

~ tion. Either way, Ms. Whitman’s

fluctuating fortunes serve as an
excellent weathervane: Her suc-
cess, or failure; will tell us
whether compromise on the en-
vironment is even possible
anymore.

Anne Applebaum writes for The
Washington Post.
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fon T

: :W—__mmsﬁo:aw&ﬁosga. has made is showing more fines:
that would have given the in disguising its anti-environmes

- wﬁé_m%mﬂgﬂ“ me hope,” said Sen. im Jeffords, government veto power over pro- tal agenda, He cites recent dire
tives undermining an earli¢




1O 0fE) 3w NSS! A ‘ISP (e IAOQY B

: UONEpUNG) Py UE 30034 0) Sumsim 350t way saumb
| f3aa sJoUNC) Py U SURIULIGPUN ST 'SSAU -UL JO SPAIPUNY AR am ek K1ang

| -aAppage Ino azipredoal 4} 3q PNOM SINS . ‘pimuoneu swerd
-1 250t 3zoijod oL ‘Pueayun 08 3SMIAR0  -axd BUPAIA-IPISGIND AUNUILCD JO LoD
WBAU Je SINSS 01 30104 eUOeY soAS [ ~dope pides ay o) panqLIUoo 1xed e W
-Uno) PV ) ‘UM Apmotaaud aABy [ SY  SBY ISUSJR(] [EIUAWIVONALT YIM DUBT[E NO
i Surup SmAUPp woy spusly  puy wonnfjod surese 3yBy A Jo joquifs Fy
wasnd o] spuayy aBemodua am | -1amod e surewas s . ‘uetpu) 3wAD YL, se
[oyooe-poolq [e33] A Sunamo) mwopuod  ApoD sakg os Bulinied) ‘TYLNESg EXLIUIY

103 PLIILD ANS UMO S SUTEIUIPLL OS[E NG 30U ‘AUeYS YL 10 UBiedured BuisnIApe
‘PUAILD INO JO [JE I3 AJUO J0U ATeYS YIEY owsas-onqnd e jo woddns mo yum ansst
“Josuods uSredures e Sy “areys yue3 o Jusll e SeY AVIAOL VS ‘SWmn puodas i Jod

‘epow ‘Busiuonpe way sipea| Ansnpul seiq feounod Joj paUIADS
j0 dn apews 7 PrYm ‘e siesodosd g

1m0 Aq paman A[qBROIOLD e ‘aeys yLeg Bur Aqyare) are spe SIUN0)
-ppu ‘suSiedured [y “UoLE(SIa] 3dUAN{UL :MIIA suisoddg

3O SUORR P} UOSE3S A 531 pue ‘Joeds pe  Aojduse o spe feopyjod unu AemEal [Iass
10 suopeuop a3ny ayew 03 suoresodiod sade JuaWUOIALD 3 Suacadun Aergoe ueyy
-INCOUR Je) [0 AP sPeY L KUPQIPAD :anfeA  saeq fedjod UDIBURISEA Ul PIAOALY O
J0 19558 au0.Auo sey Afjeal [OUNCD Py YL are pue sepudde [eonnod Jeap ey areyS

‘uonensumwpe  (Jeg Aq papuny sdnoud ay Jo pmy e Ing

SIDYLIDES [IdUNO) pY

Spe 3JIAIS NN :31eqap sAepo].

\ofels  Fapor wen



USATOdey Slelon

Revisiting arsenic pollcy
a mistake, EPA chief says

‘If I'd been smart
... Iwould've let
the courts decide’

Traci Watson
SA TODAY

WASHINGTON — Environmental
Protection head Christie
Whitman says she made a strate-
gic mistake in reconsidering a
strict federal limit on arsenic levels
in drinking water.

Her announcement in March
that the EPA would take a second
look at a new arsenic standard set

by the Clinton administration was |

not bad Whitman says, but
it was naive politics.

“Politically, if I'd been smart, |
would've never it. | never
would've gone back. | would've let
the courts decide,” Whitman said
be-sued amywey by the Western

anyway
states and a bunch of water com-
panies, and | should've just left it
there.”

Whitman said she was unpre-
pared for the fallout of her decision
on the arsenic hmlt which
prompted outrage from environ-
mental groups and jokes on late-
night television.

Arsenic, which is thought to
cause cancer, is found naturally in
some kinds of rock and can leach
mto undwater through erosion

i High arsenic concentra-
tmns are found mostly in the
drinking water of Western cities,
such as Albuquerque.

For decades, the U.S. limit of the
chemical in drinking water stood

Washington

By Al Grillo, AP

Whitman: “Governors do not like
toletcwrtsmakepohqcover—
nors like to make policy.

A week earlier, the presi-
d% backed off a campaign
pledge to cut global-warming
emissions from power plants.

The string of events hel
tray Bush as weak on public-health
o yts s e P

Analysts said Whitman's arsenic
dec:smn played a prime role in giv-

ing the administration an image

problem

atten in a
way thgaetts another chemical would
not,” Sl§|.le;:i::ubhcan pollster Whit

obvi-

at 50 parts per billion. In 1999, the Ayres

of Sciences said
to be lowered as
ible. One of the last
e Clinton administration
was to cut the arsenic
10 parts per
ng groups, many water
compames and some Western
lawmakers immediately protested.
They said the cost to lower the lim-
it would be devastating and the
science was unproved. Several
months later, Whitman
re-examine setting the limit.
Her decision came the same
the Bush administration said it
would also suspend new limil

National Acade
that limit ny
soon as
acts by the
m]an

its on

to it

Debbie Sease, tive director
of the Sierra Club, characterized
Whitman's decision as “a terrible
political mistake” that helped fo-
cus the pubhc's attention on Bush's
environmental policies. ]?rgsemc
... is not comphcated. just
scary and bad,” Sease said

In response to the ‘arsenic
uproar, both the House and Senate
approved measures calling for

S Congres wil end Bush an

sen an

arsemc—hmmng provision, proba-
bly attached to a spending bill.

If that happens, Whitman said,
she's not sure she'd advise a presi-

d por-

States, cities using
bouthue blends

Some of the states and
metropolitan areas where
“bouuque blends" of gasoline

lower air pol-
luuon 5 IA)

lr Albuquerque
» Atlanta

» Missoula, Mont. [
» Nashville .
» New York City
» Norfolk, Va.

» Philadelphia
» Phoenix

» Pittsburgh

» Portland, Ore.
» St. Louis

» Salt Lake City
» Seattle I
» Tulsa !

dential veto, because of the pos- |
sible consequences of turning
down a spen
Whitman, who was  governor of |
New Jersey before the helm
at the EPA, said she's still not hkebf i
to let the courts settle future poli c|y
decisions, despite the political fal
out from her move to suspend the
limit on arsenic. Whi said.
Being a governor, Whitman
gave her the “bad habit” of wanting
to make her own decisions.
“Governors do not like to let |
courts make policy,” she said.
“Governors like to make policy.”
Asked about global warming
and Bushs rejection of the Kyoto
Protocol which has been acce]
by 180 nations, Whitman
thI'l never offer a }

ym this hesitate to even |
caIlltap n Whltmansald.“lt
m be a series of initiatives and }




