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OscaF Ewing managed to convince a few dentists to

ﬂu_on.de, and in 1945 a pilot project was started in Grandpg)m(')te
Michigan that would test the success of water fluoridatio aF’i“ldS
study Wwas to last ten years, with recommendations about f] o I}G
effectlve.ness reported to the government after th, uonde’s
completion. The administrator of the study was Trend? Stgdy S
the USPHS researcher of questionable repute wh Andion
Mellon was in charge of things. o Andrew

But the ten year long stud

. Y was never completed. ing’
propaganda machine had been set in motion and Ilojy 1946 (i‘fuz)%l:
year aft;r the Gr_and Rapids experiment began and before’ an yf ‘
supporting fluoride, was in full swing. yee

Advertisements read: “ALCOA i .

. : sodium fluoride i i
suitable .for' the fluoridation of water supph'esls par?fcularly
community is fluoridating its water supply — or ismc.c.)'riside}r/?lig

doing so — let us show h : A
the job for you,”1° you how ALCOA sodium fluoride can do

in 1947, t[vsjzosyears after the start of the Grand Rapids experiment
1X more U.S cities and 87 more to :
' wns opted to fluoridate thej
. . ]I
Ezlvjater. ; Their municipal governments were now poisonin
iy (I)llés;n S ofdAtI)nerlcans. Pandora’s box had been opened; to closg
would be to welcome disaster to fluoridati ,
‘ d be | uoridation’s pr
and risk the litigation of the governments that supported itp omoters

[n 1950, five years before the
, study of the Grand Rapid j
le(iis ttz be completed, both the United States Public HeglthS Sp(:roéfca
nd € American Dental association suddenly ‘announced th i
,Ondc:lrtsegniznt of water fluoridation. Even though the gathered d:tl;
e not show enough evidence in fav
: or of the j

58;?11138 stal'Fed promoting countrywide fluoridation PTCI)fleCIt,Q;I}C
ra ull, Director of Dental Education for the Wiséonsin Staté

0ard of Health, gave a speech at the Washington Conference of
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State Dental Directors on how professionals in the industry should
promote fluoride:

“Now in regard to toxicity...the term adding sodium fluoride. We
never do that. Sodium fluoride is rat poison. You add fluorides.
Never mind that sodium fluoride business...if it is a fact that some
individuals are against fluoridation, you have just got to knock
their objections down. The question of toxicity is on the same
order. Lay off it altogether. Just pass it over. ‘We know there is
absolutely no effect other than reducing tooth decay,’ you say and

»”
go on.
Proceedings of the Fourth Annual Conference of State Dental Directors with the public Health

Service and the Children’s Bureau, Federal Security Building, Washington, DC, USA 6-8 June
1951,

Bull must have been an excellent orator, for to this day, the
American Dental Association website ‘www.ada.org’, sticks to its
convictions saying that though children’s teeth may be
permanently tainted with fluorosis, it is worth the risk to reduce

cavities.

Permanent disfigurement, condemned in the ADA journal of 1944,
is now welcomed by today’s ADA as the price of a reduction in

cavities.

Today over 80% of children in communities with fluoridated water
have teeth visibly discolored by the toxic effect of fluoride. !
Compare that rate to 0% in communities with no fluoride in their
drinking water. Where would you want your children to live?

When your son or daughter smiles for a photo on their wedding
day, look at their mottled, disfigured teeth, and breath a collective
thanks to those brave folks at the ADA, CDA and the U.S. Public
Health Service that promoted the poisoning of your child for life.

What about the arguments that fluoride reduces tooth decay?




To date, the studies areuj i i v
1 guing this benefit are flawed ; '
?et%()ds‘ and conclusions. Dr. John Yiamouyiannjlén ggfﬁ thef
d;gc emistry apd past president of the Nationa] Health ’Federa(l)tr' O
a :\1}1 extllllaus[tjlve study of the dental data of 39,207 children frlc())rrz
er the United States. He examined ,
ver | the re
g);ivniléléatflrons ci)gné%leted under contract for the U Scolf’ii)h'ocfI(ii:;llttill
om -1987. The studies includ i
1 198 ed 84 i
chlk:lren rangn?g in age from 5-17. Of these areas 303}11838 e
recelyed fluoridation in the water, 27 had only ’be el
ff]]uor}dated or fluoridated for less than 17 years, and 23711 hlz?irtl;auy
fu]%rldated for. 17 years or more. He measured the average Zen
of Decayed, Filled, and Missing Teeth (DFMT) per chjldg e

By comparing the data. he f
/ data, ound that the amount of
;uhflld held no relapon to whether the community ?Na?MFS ﬁer
. Y, or non-fluoridated. 543 students in non-ﬂuoridatefi)a}r3la ;
: ansas I}&d the lowest rate of DFMT, at 1.23 per child. Th -
lo;jzzes]; ;lﬁt/i]’rwaj\ ﬂu}?ridated El Paso Texas, where 451 st.udenttasTXc;
. - At the high range of the stud i .
. . ’ art '
Concordla .County In Louisiana had 424y sIzud;Itlsy f\}vl;?;ld; t7e;i

State of Hawaii had the sec i
ond C )
students tested showing 3.29 DFHM’}theSt PHISHES, with the 293

T :
he frequency of non, partially, and fully fluoridated communities

Norway, the Nether] i
, ands, Switzerland Fran
, ; ce, It i
gllllélfgry, P01"t}1ga1, Greece, Japan, and China degz:t P
Whjdll e; hs addition to their water supplies. “It is only in co Ll
€ law makes fluoridation mandatory, or discuuSI;ti(r)lzs H%
s 0

fluoridation illegal, that fluoride is widely used,”!3

-_
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If the addition of fluoride to our water isn’t benefiting our children,
and ourselves, what is this poison doing to our bodies?

Here is what fluoride has been proven to do:

Fluoride is a rat and cockroach poison: Since the start of the
century, companies have been marketing and selling sodium
fluoride to effectively kill cockroaches, rats, and other vermin in
homes across United States and Canada. Even as recently as 1987,
a woman in Virginia died after ingesting sodium fluoride packaged
as a roach poison.”. Let us not forget William Kennerly, the three

year old who may have been alive today if it were not for fluoride.

Fluoride is the cause of fluorosis in teeth: Scientists have noted an
association between mottled enamel and fluoride exposure since

the early 1900°s."

When you look at the mottled white on your children’s teeth you
can blame fluoridation for that. The American Dental Association
implies that it is worth a lifetime of esthetically displeasing teeth
when you consider the value of the reduced amount of cavities you

will get as a child.

‘The first evidence that fluoride has poisoned a child is when their
permanent teeth begin to erupt around age 6. It is these teeth that
show the extent to which fluoride has poisoned the child. The
amount of white patches and ridges on the teeth directly shows the
extent of the damage. This is only the visible damage; the other
damage that fluoride does is hidden beneath the skin.

The ADA suggests that the problem is only cosmetic.

14
Poklis A, Mackell MA. “Disposition of fluoride in a fatal case of unsuspected sodium fluoride
nisoning.” Forensic Sci Int 1989 Apr-May; 41(1-2):55-9.




Lo.ng gfter your ghﬂd’s teeth have surfaced t
poisoning, the toxic chemical continues to affe
tissues and bones within your body.

In India fluoride has been found at hi
of several villages. People livin
have arth.rltis and bone problems in their 30’s
that fluoride poisoning is the cause: .

Z; he ;arly :vymptom is the discoloration of teeth or
wnat doctor’s call ‘mottling.” With the advancement
of age, the teeth Jall out giving the appearance of OZL'

age, followed b b o o :
flexibility, »6 Y pain in the joints, hips and Joss of

The dangers of sodium fluoride are well

documy
you who work on a job site that e ented. For those of

common i i i
material used in a variety of industria] applications

Below is an excerpt taken dj
. t
Sodium Fluoride, rectly from a standard MSDS used for

Sodium Fluoride EMERGENCY OVERVIEW
Appearance: white to off-white crystalline powder.

Danger! Moistu 244

! re sensitive. This subst,

P il . ance has caused adverse )
S g}’e i anzmals. Harmful if swallowed. May cause lun [;eprOduCﬂve o
_ocaiive and respiratory tract burns. May cause sev i el
irritation with possible burns. ' e respiratory tract

Causes eye and skin irritation and

A ! 0ssible
tract irritation with possible bumsp burns. May cause severe digestive

Target Organs: Kidney,

s, heart, ga ; ;
teeth, nerves, bone. Bastrointestinal system, skeletal structur es,
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he effects of fluoride
ct the hidden organs,

gh levels in the water sy

1
g there age abnormally. NF&I;I}}’]
It was discovered
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Potential Health Effects:

Eye: Causes eye irritation and possible burns. May cause chemical
conjunctivitis and corneal damage.

Skin: Contact with skin causes irritation and possible burns, especially if the
skin is wet or moist. May cause skin rash (in milder cases), and cold and clammy

skin with cyanosis or pale color.

Ingestion: Ingestion of large amounts of fluoride may include salivation, nausea,
vomiting, abdominal pain, fever, labored breathing. Exposure to fluoride
compounds can result in systemic toxic effects on the heart, liver, and kidneys.
It may also deplete calcium levels in the body leading to hypocalcaemia and
death. May cause irritation of the digestive tract and possible burns. May cause

respiratory paralysis and cardiac arrest.

Inhalation: May cause severe irritation of the respiratory tract with possible
burns. Aspiration may lead to pulmonary edema. Prolonged exposure to dusts,
vapors, or mists may result in the perforation of the nasal septum. May cause

systemic effects.

Chronic: Chronic inhalation and ingestion may cause chronic fluoride
poisoning (fluorosis) characterized by weight loss, weakness,anemia, brittle
bones, and stiff joints. May cause reproductive and fetal effects. Effects may be
delayed. Chronic exposure may cause lung damage. Laboratory experiments
have resulted in mutagenic effects. Chronic exposure to fluoride compounds
may cause systemictoxicity. Skeletal effects may include bone brittleness, joint
stiffness, teeth discoloration, tendon calcification, and osterosclerosis. Animal
studies have reported the development of tumors.”

Workers who are exposed to sodium fluoride are educated in its
dangers, now you are too. Perhaps every bathroom cabinet should
have a Material Safety Data Sheet about fluoride attached to it.

How does this affect you? You don’t work with Sodium Fluoride
in a factory, why should you fear the effects outlined in this Safety

Sheet?

Sadly, you come in contact with this poison everyday, in almost
every fashion listed on this safety sheet.
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Skin: When

: you brush your teeth with fluori

. . ' uoridated tooth

es;(cihum ﬂuorlqe comes 1n contact with your skin mout}I:astte’ o

ca gums. This can cause acne-like skin eruptions 18 It m ’ lc)mgue
use of canker sores and other ailments of the moﬁth W bethe

Ipiistions .
t hf:S}t,z,(Ln;) Small arl?l(l)(limts of sodium fluoride are swallowed every
r your child brushes with fluori
) oridated toothpa
lc;eg;glers of this prompted the FDA to place a mandatop St\::' The
= on ea.ch tube of toothpaste that contains fluoride  anmine
S 13 i )
P b}\ﬂva;ln.mg reads “If you accidentally swallow more than used
for b us zngc,l.seelk professional help or contact g poison com‘el
r immediately.” The FDA also stat i .
cent : ates that fluoride should
Whiv;nt;(; ;filelgren lflnder. the age of three due to its toxic effecnt(:t
son for giving it after three? D ‘
\ ' . ‘ ¢ Does the poi
1sf1;fCt of sodium fluoride disappear when a child reaches fhrleSO;IOSS
. expected that at three children are over a certain weight it
We toxic effects are distributed and diluted over a lar ergm’ -,
e ever outgrovx{ our toxic reaction to lead or arsenic‘7g Whass‘ il
we outgrow our intolerance to sodium fluoride? ' yould

iSSoc}l;llulg il;(s)ndg hlas been reported to cause death in people when it
Association of 1.2 grams or more.”” The American Dental
would have f[nazr‘argue fhick to get that amount of fluoride you
They fail to o drink 1,200 litres of water fluoridated at 1 ym
ppm of ﬂuoril(lilemlon that a tube of toothpaste usually has IPIO)OO
havoup o 20 Oc(i),o and that the topical paste used by dentists ,ma
office gel wofﬂd hppm. At those levels, one liter (4 cups) of denta31’
possibity kit 15 ave 20 grams of toxic sodium fluoride enough t
ﬂuon’dg ellste m;lturﬁ: adults. Only 62 ml, or % cup of ,this dint 01
——— hfs " could kﬂ! an adult. So when the dental hyejen; a
avored toxic paste on your child’s teeth St;lgéeg;itli

and relax, after all i
right? » your child knows enough not to swallow it,

8
Saunders, Milton A. “Fluoride Toothpastes: A cause

f Acne-li i —
- Dermatology, Volume 111, p 703 i, of Acne-like skin eruptions”, Archives of
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The American and Canadian Dental Associations feels that the
levels of fluoride in toothpaste are safe and well regulated.
However, this is not the case. The FDA limits the amount of
fluoride that can be put into toothpaste to no higher than 1150 ppm.
In a letter to Mark Reuben, (CEO of the Colgate Palmolive
Company) dated May 4™ 2001, the FDA cited his company on
adding an extra 6 pounds of fluoride to one batch of Colgate
toothpaste. Although the company laboratory tested the batch and
found it to be outside the acceptable safe limits, the toothpaste was
sent out for distribution anyway. If you used Colgate toothpaste in
2001, you may have exposed yourself and your children to fluoride
far in access of what the FDA considers to be safe amounts. The
FDA went on to point out in the letter that from 1998-1999, 12 lots
of fluoride additive were not checked for levels of purity. This was
a concern to the FDA because Colgate Palmolive does not certify
its suppliers; the sources of the toxic additive are not fully
investigated. Considering that one of the main suppliers of fluoride
for use in toothpaste is the aluminum smelting industry and the
fluoride could come directly from one of these industrial sites, it is
important to know just what kind of other contaminants could also

be in it.

These are only the violations noticed by FDA investigators during
a weeklong visit to the Colgate site. What happens in the Colgate

plant the other 51 weeks of the year?

Chronic: This kind of exposure occurs every time you drink from
a fluoridated water supply. If you live in a fluoridated community,
you ingest it every time you brew your coffee, or make a drink for
your children. Every bottle of formula you make could have a dose
of toxic sodium fluoride for your baby’s delicate stomach.

Fluoride being added to water has been the cause of hundreds of
poisonings in American cities. In a Mississippi town, families
suffered gastrointestinal illness due to a malfunction in the
fluoridation equipment that caused an increase of fluoride in the




water to forty times its safe limits.? 2
: e limits.” Residents i

o nts in an
po?sj(l)?gmty suffered much worse. 296 people fell il from glllasl?gn
2 ng. They suffe.red “nausea, vomiting, diarrhea, abd el
?hesé 3riclgi1;1r:;bness (()ir tcllnzglling of the face or extremitie,s 7 (O)rrr]l;ns;?

even died.” Once again, failure -

. ) of i
control of the public water system was blamed for thrél%rélit:ornujlg and
ng.

Sadly, the government response to this mass poisoni
] : 1S0 i
fn gi?gigszlllggelsu%n that officials should W.':Il)tCh tl;ll;l %vzct)élrSlsS;es?e(I)If
o oo tg.o . ;16 oth1 cases of fluoride poisoning in public water
el ma,my x 1Vera days for the authorities to realize it. In that
fime Thany CI:) mgl e were needlessly poisoned. If you live in a
ot unity, how safe do you feel knowing that a tank
o toxic poison nlS attached to your public water supply, that at any
Streamin,g ma }(l)rthmec'ham.cal error can send large amounts of it
I gh the pipes mtg your home? You need not worry:
rities are closely monitoring the situation. and Y,
you three days after a toxic spill occurs. ey A

What at i

Surslt zil;loult:Dthosc agencies meant to protect us from poisons?
> y the FDA and the Environmental Protection A el
Ct to protect us from this danger? geney would

The FDA knows that sodi i
um fluoride is toxic. Th
. . . ey h
lg:%riz 81;) ii;ar'lelis to ban it from being added to food. Achrdielllvet e‘tjfln
illegal for a company to add even a drop of ﬂufri((ije te
(o)

the foods you eat it i
, yet it is added t i .
water you drink. 0 something even more vital: the

Behind the scenes, howe
s Vi .
have another view. et the people who work within the EPA

na
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1 y uoride poisoning caused by a f]]onde
Per man, AD. Br aCkIIl, BT. Embre R. Outbreak g y
N of acute fl
over feed, IVIlSSISSlppl, 1993. Public Health Rep 1997 Sep—OCt 112 (5) 403 9
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employees at the EPA headquarters in Washington. This union
took the stand that not only is water fluoridation poisonous, but
that it should immediately be terminated. This demand comes
directly from the people within the EPA itself; those with the inside
scoop on the hazards of the poison that their Directors support.

A document titled Why EPA Headquarters’ Union of Scientists
Opposes Fluoridation, dated May 1%, 1999, and prepared on behalf
of the Union Chapter Senior Vice President, J. William Hirzy,

outlines the EPA employees stand with absolute clarity.

The Union document states that the employees at the EPA
headquarters in Washington believed in the value of water
fluoridation until 1985, when one of their scientists was pressured
by management to make a false statement supporting the safety of
fluoride in water if the limits were raised to 4mg/liter 4ppm. It was
reported that the increase of allowable levels was demanded of the
EPA by outside political forces. Perhaps by industries hoping to
increase the allowable pollution limits?  The demand by
management for an EPA scientist to support fraudulent statements
raised concern within the employees at the EPA. They started
researching the side effects of fluoride in the drinking water. The
EPA Headquarters employees union made the following startling

discoveries:
» Human’s brains and kidneys are being damaged with the 1
part per million dosage of fluoride they currently get in the
water supply.

» Doses of fluoridated water can cause neurotoxic effects like
hyperactivity.

» Fluoridated water can lead to a drop of 5-10 IQ points in
children.

» Fluoridated water can reduce the pineal gland’s ability to
produce the hormone Melatonin; thereby disturbing sleep
mattarne and also auickening the onset of puberty in
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> Fluoridated water causes skeletal fluorosis, leading to an

increase of incidence of bo .
" ne fractures in communiti .
this water treatment. unities with

> Applied Fluoride (tooth
. paste and gel
mutations and cancerous tumor gl‘Othh. ) can cause gene

Ellje; I?I:;:t employfaes were very concerned by these findings
o \f] i I;Nei\ejln union agd management became more heated when.
w’t arcus, Chief Toxicologist of the Office of Drinkin
ater, was .ﬁred from the EPA for refusing to remain sil -
the cancer risks of water fluoridation. Prient about

T'he greatest revelation is this: Th
d1scovereq that water fluoridation hase nEPbAen:t{iﬁi?yz;; haVe’
Etroctl-ect children from getting cavities. The union documentltZitto
Jfru ies of 39,00Q-ch11drgg that show that there is no differenc -
equency of caries (cavities) between children in fluoridated : lél
gi)n-ﬂuonfiated cities, (just as Dr. Yiamouyiannis stated) and ;?
e only difference between the children in these two groups is th;t:

the children drinking fluoride sh i
destructive dental fluorosis. Show 2 higher chance of exhibiting

ngerlz étf gluat 'tc?e employees of the government recognize the
oride, yet the administration both
. : at the E
the U.S. Public Health Service promote it? Why are (:he It)g; ?236?
S

of government agencies i i :
‘ ignoring t .
fluoride? 5 g their own experts by promoting

?Ce(r)}‘lfegr)s ;Eosu fu/i to, ﬂ.le CYA phenomenon. CYA, better known as
Al Ezr is Ia term bemg utilized by politicians and
ndu mstakey;w e. It is thg practiced art of covering up one’s
4 } e;pec1a}1y if those mistakes could lead to

pread - lawsuits with the total discrediting and possible
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Imagine if the truth about the fluoride dangers came out. If the
agencies promoting fluoridation would finally accept the true
findings of the hundreds of scientific studies that prove the toxicity
of sodium fluoride. If only the management at the EPA actually
listened to its 1500 employees regarding the dangers of fluoride. If
people everywhere stopped swallowing the government’s lies
about fluoride, what would happen?

People would ask why such a thing could happen in the first place.

How was it that a politician such as Andrew Mellon could, in his
role as Treasury Secretary, sponsor studies that would make the
toxic sodium fluoride that his own company (ALCOA) created,

appear a positive thing for people?

How could Oscar Ewing, ALCOA employee and Director of the
Federal Security Administration, manage to push through an
experiment to fluoridate water that proved no conclusive evidence

of its benefit?

How was it that the American Dental Association that once
demanded fluoride be removed from water, suddenly promote its

widespread use?

How is it that industries are being allowed to fill the sky and the
rivers with sodium fluoride?

How could the government itself be involved in a cover up of epic
proportions designed to hide poisons in the sheep’s clothing of
public health? Why is it that we are being poisoned for the sake of

corporate profit?

These questions and more would demand answers. Boards of
inquiry would be created. Politicians would be held accountable.
Corporate records would be subpoenaed. Industries, which pollute

the air and waters with fluoride, would face massive clean up fines.
M AT A ~wd e mamher dentists could face a class-action lawsuit



