EDITORIAL

The dishonest HONEST Act

he Trump administration aims to eliminate
many regulations and make it more difficult
to adopt new ones. More subtle and dangerous
are attempts in Congress to undermine public
health and environmental protections by limit-
ing the use of scientific evidence under the guise
of increased transparency. This effort, which as
envisioned by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

into law, the Act will provide another avenue for such
challenges to regulations and to the underlying science.

The Act would not void prior EPA decisions, but fu-
ture deliberations would be required to exclude peer-
reviewed historical studies for which this extensive
documentation is no longer available. To enable use
of studies that include sensitive information, such as
medical records, the Act permits such data to be re-
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would prohibit the EPA from
using studies for agency
decision-making unless raw
data, computer codes, and
virtually everything used
by scientists to conduct the
study are provided to the
agency and made publicly (3
available online. Transpar-
ency and reproducibility
are long-standing priorities
in science, and we welcome
good-faith efforts to evaluate

“..the Act is dishonest—an
attempt by politicians to override
scientific judgment...”

have explained...that the
agency would implement
[the Act] with minimal
funding...[which] would
significantly reduce the
number of studies that the
agency relies on.” Costs of
gathering, redacting, and
posting data will erode the
agency’s effectiveness.

The scientific community
continues to improve data
access. Would the law adapt
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review of scientific data, slow the regulatory process,

and evade liability. By writing narrow data standards -David Michaels and Thomas Burke*

*The authors thank B. D. Goldstein and L. R. Goldman for their contribution to this editorial. 10.1126/science.aan5967
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