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There·; Once Was a ... 
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Dental Society Limerick Contest 
· Btaiawaihes New York Pupils 
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Panacea-lovers: Attention! 
Frustrated because you can't solve the problems 

of the world with one neat little theory? 
Depressed because you can't find one simple in

fallible key to your teenage daughter's mystifying 
behavior? 

Don'1t be discouraged. In these times of increasing 
complexity in every aspect of human activity, at least 
one problem can now be reduced to complete sinl
plicity. Or so school children are being led to believe. 

. .In a contest sponsored by the 11th District Dental 
Society in New York, school children were asked to 
submit a last line for this limerick: 

New Yorkers can be of good cheer 
Our water is better this year · 
No longer debated 
It's now fluoridated 

The instructions go on to give a sample last line: 
"The way to good teeth is now clear." 

The technique used in this contest was obviously 
impired by a character who escaped from George 
Orwell's .. 1984," that frightening look into a future of 

' c•newspeak" and "doublethink." 
· Just analyze the limerick for a moment. The as
sumption is made that the issue is "no longer de
bated" and that the water is "better" since it's been 
fluoridated. And the sample last line, indicating 
what kind of sentiment the children are expected 
to express, takes for granted that fluoridation is 
beneficial; the only question is how t0 make the idea 
rhyme. · 

Now, what does this all lead to? Obviously, it 
leads to a whole generation brought up to accept 
wnhout question that fluoridation is bene:S.cial and 
is a closed issue, like pasteurization of milk. Even 
worse, the sample last line says in effect that ONLY 
fluoridation is needed for good teeth. No mention 

0 of. toothbrush or proper diet or regular che9kups. 
. This harmless little limerick, then, is really a dia-
0 bolically clever scheme to undermine the toothbrush 
industry. 

·If you think the issue is being· belabored, recall. 
for a· m6inent the little verse you were taught in 

(Continued from page 2) 

New York Bill to Order 
Fluoridation Is Shelved 

Despite the wide publicity received by Connecti
cut's recently enacted law to make fluoridation man
datory, other states apparently have serioi1s reser
vations about such a move, which high-handedly 
ignores the wishes of many thousands of citizens. 

Bills similar tto Connecticut's were introduced in 
New York, Michigan, Pennsylvania and Hawaii, and 
all were defeated. In anticipation ttf a bill's being in
troduced in the California Legislature an intensive 
campaign against it has been mounted by the Cali
fornia Committee of the Pure Water Association of 
America. 

The New York measure, Assembly Bill2693, would 
have required fluoridation of public water supplies 
serving 10,000 or more people if the natural water 
supply contained less than eight-tenths of a milli
gram of fluoride per liter. 

Introduced by Assemblyman Stanley Harwood, 
· Democrat of Levittown, Long Island, the bill came 

to the Assembly floor for a vote on March 29. Dur
ing a ·long debate, one Assemblyman asked what his 

. wife would do if the water were fluoridated, since 
she takes vitamin tablets whose label "clearly states 
that they should not be used if the water is flu-
oridated." He got no answer. · 

No formal vote was taken, but a show of hands 

·~'<;jlii¥elx indi·~·,,~lt~J~~-~~· ·.~ .. ""~-. 
sary votes to pass: .Yfi er tntt sembly rulerhe 
sponsor was allowed to send the bill back to com
mittee. This, in e:Hect ruled out any further consider-

ation of the bill by the 1966 Legislature, since nO'!. 
companion bill was introduced in the State Senate. 

There is no doubt that a full-scale drive by the 
Metropolitan New York Chapter of the National 
Health Federation and by National Fluoridation 
News and other organizations helped decisively in 
the defeat of this bill. Letters, brochures, telegrams 
-all were employed to make the legislators aware of 
the great opposition to the measure and to fluorida· 
tion. 

The effectiveness of such opposition was illustrat· 
ed in Michigan, too, where House Bill 3948 died in 
committee as of April 1. Eleven hundred letters of 
protest poured in on the House Public Health Com
mittee, which was considering a measure sponsored 
by Stanley Davis, Democrat of Grand Rapids. 

The chairman of the committee, William Fitz~ 
gerald, Democrat. of Detroit, remarked: 

"We have had 1,100 letters from all parts of the 
state opposing this bill, and have not heard much 
in its support. I don't see much inclination among 
the members to report this bill out. I don't think 
we'll even vote on it." They didn't, and the bill died 
automatically. 

In Hawaii, too,. a similar bill was, decisively de· 
f~ated,)..,n tbe.4~h1F~! .... ·-.•-~ .... ..:..~.-c.l'--0:--':_., 
. ~···l'ennsylvariia. mea~re, 'Se~ate. Bitt 1I9t,·· was 
killed in committee. The issue cannot he revived 
until 1967. 

It's Your Money the PHS Uses 
·For Its Promotion Drives 

Each year the Public Health Service-like other 
· federal agencies-musrt ask for appropriations to con
duct its work. 

That work, as· speci:S.ed in the Public Health Serv
ice Act, includes helping scientists in .. research, 
investigations, experiments, demonstrations, and 
studies" relating 'to ·disease, and Congress has rec
ognized fluoridation as a legitimate field for PHS 
work. 

However, Clinton R. Miller, legislative advocate 
of the National Health Federation, testifying before 
a House Appropriations subcommittee, pointed out: 

.. In recent years millions of dollars have been ap
propriated . . . not for research and education . . . 
but for high pressure, rude and nlthless name-call
ing promotion of fluoridation." 

While the PHS was never told it could use its ap
propriation for such promotion, it was not specific
ally prohibited from doing so, and Mr. Miller pro
posed that the current appropriation bill speci:S.cally 
prohibit these improper promotion activities. 

Sit down NO\V and write to your Representative 
in \Vashington. Tell him you are opposed to the im
proper promotional activities of the PHS and urge 
him to support Representative James J. Delaney of 
New York in his efforts to prohibit federal funds 
from being spent to promote fluoridation. 

Illinois SteamroUer 
The citizens of Freeport, Illinois, have voted three 

times against fluoridation-in 1951, 1958 and 1960. 
Despite this clear expression of the voters' wishes 
the Freeport City Council, in a 9-to-5 vote, has or
dered fluoridation started without a referendum . 
One of those opposing the measure, Alderman Les-

. ter A. Hill, said his vote was against the concept of 
avoiding a referendum, not against fluoridation ... 1 

· don't think a· body of 14 men should decide such an 
issue," he said. 

vVrite also to Representative George H. Mahon, 
chairman of the House Committee on Appropria
tions, House of Representatives, Washington, D. C., 
requesting that none of the funds appropriated by 
his subcommittee be used for one-sided fluoridation 
promotion by. the ·Dental Division of the PHS. 

Let National Fluoridation News know of the re· 
plies you receive. 

Remember, it's your money. 

One-Time R. I. Advocate 
. Now Says It's Harmful 

In 1952, Dr. Edward A. McLaughlin was director 
of the Rhode Island Department of Health, which 
recommended fluoric;lation of drinking water at that 
time. 

Now, 14 years later, he concedes he made a 
mistake. 

Saying that in 1952 he had "no private informa
tion" on fluoridation but had merely· gone along 
with dental groups and others who were backing 
fluoridation, Dr. McLaughlin declared he was now 
convinced that fluoridation was harmful to adults. 

Dr. McLaughlin, who retired in 1959, said he had 
since made an extensive private study of fluorida
tion and had concluded that fluoridation did not re
duce the amount of cavities in children's teeth to the 
extent claimed by the fluoridationists. 

In addition, he charged that fluoridation makes 
adults' bones more brittle, is injurious to the liver and 
brain and "causes disturbances" in the body by its 
cumulative effect. 
. Dr. McLaughlin's views were made known in a 

letter read at a public h~aring on fluoridation in 
Kingstown, R.I. 

"It's not proper," the letter said, "that everyone 
should have to drink fluoridated water to protect the 
teeth of a small part of our population, children up 
to the age of 10." 
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When men are the most sure and a"ogant, they 
cmnmonly are the rrwst mistaken. 

-'-David Hume 
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OUR WATEQIS ·BEnfR. 
·'l!'?o._. THIS.YEA~ 

No t;ONGER DEBATED 
\T:S NOW FLUORtDATED 

THE WAYio GOOD li 
IS NOW EETH 

CLEAR 

The · Brainwa~hers· 

;_\ . :, ..:-; 

REPRESENTATION~ ..... . . . . . . . AN Elli.TORIAL 
· w:. · RILE all who believe in keeping water 

free of unnecessary chemicals and addi-
. tives can take satisfaction in recent legis

lative results in which mandatory fluoridation has 
been defeated, they must remain constantly alert to 
new moves for mandatory fluoridation. 

Fhioridation has been receiving ever more fre
quent setbacks in communities throughout the Unit-

. ed States,.cmd.irt is evident that an organized drive 
by · profluori~dati9nis,~ )s ~Uftdet: .~· to .. bypass"· the -
local oommunity. and rarn 'through fluoridation on · 
the state level. It is quite easy for one bill to slip 

· through in the massive flood that usually· inundat.es 
every state legislative session, so safe-water forces 
must see to it that close watoh is. kept. on each legis
lature and that legislators are kept informed con
stantly of the deep opposition to fluoridation. 

• 
At the first hint that profluoridation legislation is 

being considered, organizations and individuals 
· committed to keeping warter supplies safe must make 
their stand known to the lawmakers. Letters; bro
chures, telegrams, conversation-no element must be 

· Sixth 'No' for London 
The City of London's Court of Common Council, 

on Feb. 17, 1966, voted 77 to 55 against asking the 
Metropolitan Water Board to fluoridate the water 
supply. The City of London was the sixth borough 
of Greater London to oppose .fluoridation. Nineteen 
boroughs have voted yes and seven have not yet de
cided. The W a.ter Board cannot fluoridate unless all 
councils in Greater London vote in favor of fluorida
tion. 

Spread the Newsl 
(National Fluoridation News, that is) 

Now you can order extra copies af National 
Fluoridation News at a SPECIAL REDUCED 
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overlooked. The: men in each ·legis1ature ,represent 
YOU, and they can represent you bestifithey know 

.· how you stand. 
Responsible lawmakers ·welcome concrete evi

dence of how their constituents feel. Too often they 
simply vote the way party whip tells them to-riot 

. because ·they are lazy . or cynical, but becau-se they 
simply cannot be famjliar with every subject on · 
wl1ich. they JU:e asked ,to. decide. I tis the job. of the . 

.$afe,.water forces,~o;make theiJ".'feel!Jlgs kri()wn;.,...sud1 
. {:ommUJ~icatiol1 'oftelris the 'decidirig factor in· a leg-
islator's vote. · 

That is an immediate emergency job, when ·a bill 
is actually before a legislature. 

But equally as important is the jobto be done all 
vear round, even· when the legislature is not in, ses-, 
;ion;· By ·making· your representatives' familiar with · 
the serious·· scientific,· mo.ral and legal objections to 
fluoridation you not only are advancing your point· 
of view· but also helping·yGur representative to be a. 
better legislator: the better informed he is on a sub
ject, the more intelligently he can vote on it. 

\Vhat is ti'~e of. mate legislatures is juSt as true of
Congress. ··united· States Representatives, too, .are 
busy-generally overworked-men, and' they cannot 
possibJy 'have the time or the inter~st to investigate 
every. issue exhaustively. They, too, want to know 
how their con-stituents stand. 

It is also important to keep in mind that constant 
communication with elected representatives can 

.· &erve 1two purposes at once. We have been talking, 
so far, of e~se11tially a negative pq~se: ~ainst a 
bill, against fltrt>ridation. But it :is ;jn.slas· inipqrt~nt 
_:.and :perhaps even closer to the spirit of representa
tive government-to conduct such ·communciations 
for a positive purpose: FOR safe water, FOR basic 
rights. 

Just as you should· let your legislator know you 
are, opposed to a bill that would require fluoridation, 

. so should you suggest or propose or draft legislation 
aimed at keeping ·water supplies safe. A letter to 
your legislator proposing that he introduce a bill 
that would prevent fluoridation might be just the 
letter he needs·to prompt him to action. 

There Once Was a Limerick. Contest ... 
{Continued from page 1) 

school, which started: 
In fourteen-hundred ninety-two 
Columbus sailed the ocean blue 

The point of the verse is to help children memo
rize the date. Fine. But while the pupil is learning 
the date, he's also unconsciously absorbing the idea 
that the ocean was "blue," which is thrown in so in
nocently. No one ever questions whether the ocean 
was really blue. Maybe is was green. But will any
one who learned "blue" as a child ever be convinced 
by any evidence •that it was green? Of course not, 
because it would mean admitting to himself that his 
whole life was based on a falsehood. 

Thus, the fluoridation limerick, by using such 
devious subtlety, will inevitably result in a genera
tion to which the toothbrush is a forgotten relic of 
ancient times. Mter all, they'll say, it wasn't even 
mentioned in that limerick we learned as kids, so it 
obviously can't have anything •to do with good teeth. 
TI1e same for proper diet, etc. 

So, as they grow old, they will sip a little more 
water through the holes in their teeth, glance at the 

Doubt in Delaware 
A drive to persuade the Wilmington Suburban 

Water Company to fluoridate its water was nipped 
when the Delaware Attorney General's Office ad
vised the State Board of Health not to order flu
oridation without action by the General Assembly. 
Attorney General David P. Buckson said in an opin
ion that such an order "would be open to grave 
doubt" and would constitute a "quasi-legal action." 

early American (circa 1966) toothbrush planter they 
found in an antique shop, and muse: "I wonder 
what those things were used for?" Then they will 
hum tunelessly under their breath: "No longer de
bated, it's ?,low fluoridated, the way to good teeth is 
now clear. 

Rejection in Michigan 
By a vote of 653 to 389, Hancock, Michigan, de- · 

feated fluoridation after a heated campaign. 

'Unethical' in Scotland 
Edinburgh, Scotland, has rejected fluoridation 

after a long, hard struggle. The city's Lord Provost 
declared: "'Surely it is unethical to use one of the 
necessities of life to administer a chemical unwant
ed by so many." 

Minnesota Majority 
The residents of Austin, Minnesota, voted against 

fluoridation for the second time in 10 years. The 
vote was 2,745 for fluoridation, 3,068 against it. 
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Notice 
' 

National Fluoridation News ts m the f>rocess of 
reorganizing its offices and records; To ,permit us to 
carry out this reorganization, this issue and:the next 

. will each cover a three-month period, instead of two 
months. W ~ will return to bimonthly publication 
with the issue of September-October. 
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SPEAKING OUT 

In this column, Dr. Patrick cencludes Ids two
part survey of the evidence for fluoride toxic
ity. Tlte first part, which appeared in the previ
ous issue of National Fluoridation News (Jan
uary-February, Vol. XII, No. f), centered on a 
discussion of the research ·that has been done 
on the relation of fluorides to enzyme toxicity 
and bone abnormalities. 

• 
Lyth (Lancet ( 1946), 233), reporting on skeletal 

fluorosis in Chinese villages, called attention to the 
fact that the carpal bones remain normal or nearly 
so even in cases of massive fluoride osteosclerosis. 
Thi$ observation is· particularly significant since X
ray examination of the carpal bones of children 
drinking fluoridated water in Newburgh, N.' Y., was 

· dted by investigators 10 years later as evidence of 
the.safety of municipal fluoridation. 

Singh, Jolly~ and Bansal (Lancet (1961), 197) re
ported a study of 22 Indian communities where 
endemic-skeletal fluorosis was observed;· of· the 22, 

·six had water with L2-l.9 ppm of fluoride. Many of 
the cases of fluorosis presented themselves as ob
scure cases of .paraplegia. ·The . .onset was-..always in
sidiou,s· and stiffness of the back.and .legs was a uni
versal £Om.plaint. Almost alL the' patients .cOmplained 
of vague fleeting pains all over the body' particularly 
in the ·spine arid knee, joints." Obviously the · diag-. 
nosis of incipient fluotide intoxication is complicated 
by the scarcity of objective symptoms. 

Another important observation of Singh et al. was 
that dental mottling is not an invariable indicator 
of fluorosis: "25% Qf ca~, however, did not show 
any mottling-an .'interesting point because dental 
fluorosisds generally assumed. to be -a sensitive in
dicator of fluoride intoxication."·· 
· :Also; many of the; usual laboratory signs are nor
mal, or nearly so, even whare obvious severe flu
orosis exists: ··No significant abnormalities were 
foun&,in .blood, urine, or stools ..• no. signifiGant 
changes in the blood levels of proteins, urea, cal
cium, phosphorus, or alkaline phosphatase." In the 
incipient stage of skeletal .fluorosis, only the pelvis 
and spine seemed to be affected. 

. ·From the' .above it is impoSsible to avoid the con
clusion that areas with as little asS ppm of fluoride 

. in the water supply are probably ·going to have . a 
few ·.susceptible individuals with some degree of 

By 

J .. B •. PATRICK., Ph.D • 
.Research Chemist, 

Formerly with ~ational Heart Institute 

skeletal fluorosis. At the same time it. is evident 
that diagnosis of these cases is. certain to be. elusive. 

. Nevertheless skeletal - fluorosis; as Kilborn, Outer
bridge and Lei suggestoo) .exists .in North America: 
a case of severe skeletal fluorosis is reported by Lins
man and McMurray (Radiology. 40; 47 4 ~( 1943) ) . in 
a Texan who had lived in areas with water fluoride 
levels ranging from 1. 7 to 5. 7. 

The National Research Council report on the study 
of Bartlett, Texas, which had ei:ther,6.6 .OJ;~ 8.0 ppm 
(the state and Federal authorities give different fig
ures) stated that " ... the greater inpidence in the 
high fluoride group ·of a · certa~n brittleness. and 
blotching of fingernails, or hypertropic changes in 
the spine and pelvis .... requires ·further epidemio-
logical investigation" ( 1943). . 

There is anoth€r report of23~ cases -of fluoride 
osteosclerosis in patients from Texas and . .Oklahoma 
(Amer. J. Roentgenol. 78, IS 0957) ). 

Admittedly, all of the· .above examples are:.from 
areas with higher fluoride.Jevels rth.an I. ppm, :·bu~ it 
is abundantly clear. that .by. ad~ition of fluoride to 
the 1 ppm level .that there. is a margin of safety 
which cannot possibly ·be signific~ntly .grea~er than 
10 and could, be as small as 2 or 3. Since the Public 
Health Service standards ·::for. ;moM.":'to!cic: $Ubstances 
require .a margin of not Jess than 100 it is. clear~{4at 
the most charitable interpretation of. iluoridation 

· still makes it look like sk\1-ting _on veiy thin ·ice,. _in-
deed. · 

• 
Wirth such a narrow margin, if any; one might-well 

expect that fluoride intoxication,. while difficult to 
recognize in its· incipient· stages, might · well o~cur 
in susceptible individuals even at the 1 ppJ:!lleveL 

In fact, it does. The first· r~port wa-s p'itblished · in 
1955 (J:Dt .. Arch. Allergy·and.Jminnnol. 7,70.(1955:)) 
of a woman complaining of stiffness and pain in the 
spine, gastric disturbancei and various. vague sub· 
jective symptoms. The only objective findings were 
decreased muscular strength in the ulnar nerve .area, 
stomatitis, and brittle fingernails. The sympt«Jms 
cleared up on discontinuing use of fluoridated water 
and returned when it was resuined. Consultants. in 
various specialties felt that the symptoms. were at-
tributable to organic disease.· . · · - . 

Another paper the same year . (Folia Clinica In
ternacional 5, 144) cited 11 such cases: restriction 

of motion in the lower spine and brittle nails were 
objective findings. . 

In 1956 a paper in Acta Medica Scandinavica 156, ~ 
157 cited 52 cases of incipient fluoride intoxication,
most caused by municipally fluoridated water sup- : 

. plies, although several were traceable to wells. with .! 
0.8-1.5 ppm fluoride. The syndrome was describ&d ; 
as stiffness and pains in 1the back, paresthesias and 
pain in the legs and arms, especially in the ulnar 
nerve area, gastritis, stomatitis, malaise, and brittle i 

nails. . .. 

• 
Another aspect of fluoride side effects which might , 

have been predicted on the basis of animal studies \ 
came to light in a publication by Feltman (Dental 
Digest 8, 353) in 1956 in which he described two ·. 
cases of atopic eczema (allergy) due to fluoride. · 
Shortly afterward Waldbott discussed the problem: 
of differentiating allergy to fluoride from chronic ' 
fluoride intoxication (Int. Arch. Allergy and Im- , 
munol. 9, 241 ( 1956)) and in 1958 the same invest-., 
'!igatot described in detail six cases of fluoride al- : 
lergy, all of which had been verified by blind tests. 
(ibid. 12, 347). All such allergy cases were unable i 
to tolerate fluoridated water at the 1 ppm level. 

Meantime Douglas (Northwest Med. '56, 1037 
( 1957) ) had described 133 cases of oral lesions : 
caused by sensitivity to fluoride in fluoride tooth-, 
~~ ; 

Another description of six cases of urticaria due . 
to trace amounts of fluoride appeared in Acta AI- · 
lergologica 13, 456 ( 1959); the causative relation · 
was carefully established by blind tests. 

All in all, the present evidence of the nature and ~ 
extent of fluoride toxicity forms a consi9tent body.· 
of fact whieh cannot be ignored. That fluoride in- '
gestion duving the fonri~tive stages ~ . the tOoth·.~ 
enamel has de£nite value as an anti-caries measwe ; i 

seems very probable (Siddiqui, loc. cit. comments::: 
on the low incidence of caries among the wretched ! 
cripples he examined) and there is good reason to; 
believe that ·the resistance of children to fluorosis 
may well justify the d~liberate administration of : 
fluorides to them, under controlled conditions, as a ' 
dental prophylactic measure. At the same time it . 
should be abundantly clear thaf giving the whole ~. 
population fluorides in the water supply is utterly ' 
irresponsible. · 

Some Recent ofetterj to the GJiior 
Appropriations 

To National Fluoridation News: 

I enjoyed your editorial, "'The Pressure Boys" 
(Vol. XI, No. 6, November~December, 1965). I, too, 
have wondered just what the "fluoridation lobby" is. 
But I quickly learned when I read, for instance, the 
November issue of the Journal of the American Den
tal Association, with 13· articles - half of them by 
PHS members - devoted to patting itself on the 
back for its fluoridation promotion. 

Is there a fluoridation lobby? Not only is there 
such a thing, btlt it is so effective in keeping out any 
views but its own that reading of such an issue as 
the November ADA Journal would make one think 
there was no other side to the story. 

The time is drawing closer when the PHS activities 
seem certain to lead to fluoridation of all central 
water systems. We must work as hard as possible to 
see to it that PHS appropriations cannot be used for 
fluoridation promotion. 

Normand J. Paquette, DDS 
Portland, Maine 

Promotion 
To National Fluoridation News: 

Your edi~rial "The Pressure Boys," referring to 
the pres.sqre;"-group promoting fluoridation, was ex
cellent,MlliS',promotion was started actively in June, 
1951, i#w~hington, D.C., when the late F. A. Bull, 
D.D.S.:ifaid down the guidelines for fluoridation pro
motion at the Fourth Annual Conference of State 
Dental Directors with the Public Health Service and 
the Children's Bureau. 

This promotion was 1to he aided greatly by a new 
addition to the A.D.A:s Code gf Ethics, which \vas 
adopted in 1950. This addition related to th~ "Edu
cation of the Public" and is known as Section 20 of 
the Code of Ethics. 

It states: "A dentist may properlyparticipate in a 
program for the education of the public on matters 
pertaining to dentistry, provided such a program is 
in keeping with the dignity of the profession and h{ls 
the approval of the dentists of a community or state, 
acting through the appropriate agency of the dental 
society." 

Since the A.D.A. had endorsed fluoridation and 
since the state and local dental societies are under its 
jurisdiction, no dentist has been able to get approval 
for making statements in opposition to fluoridation. 

A number of dentists have been suspended from 
the society for publicly opposing fluoridation. Other 
dentists have been warned that if they talk against 
fluoridation they could lose their membership. 

The utilization of the Code of Ethics by the pro
moters of fluoridation has insured supression of evi
dence unfavorable to fluoridation - evidence that 
otherwise might have been brought to the attention 
of the public. No dentist with evidence derogatory 
to fluoridation has been able >to present it on the 
lecture platform at the dental meeting or in the of-
ficial dental jot~rnal. . , . . 

The fact that the promotion of fluoridation was 
started on a large scale soon after Section 20 of the 
Code of Ethics was adopted in 1950 must be more 
than a mere coincidence. 

Harvey Petraborg, M.D. 
Aitkin, Minnesota 

Consumers ~ -

To National Fluoridation News: 

Consumer's Guide for 1965 recommends to its · 
readers the fluoridation of public water supplies on: 
page 247 in these words: 

.. The most promising means of reducing tooth de .. 
cay is the building of decay-resistant teeth and fln
oride is the only substance rthat has been proved to 
make teeth more decay-resistant. 

..Although community fluoridation is bitterly op
posed in some localities, evidence continues to p:He 
up that fluorides in the amounts needed for decay 
prevemion are safe for everyone and that fluorida
tion of water supplies is by far the best method now 
available to combat tooth decay." 

Whatever the reason for these gross errors, they 
detract from the stature of Consumers' Guide. 

I hope many readers of National Fluoridation 
News will write to the Consumers Union explaining 
their feelings. With enough reader reaction, Con
sumers Union may retract these statements and take·. 
the correct stand on this issue. They may even pre
sent the true picture of fluoridation in one of their 
future issues, giving to the anti-fluoridationists a . 
new and powerful ally. Subscribers to the Con
sumers' Guide will be in an especially effective . 
position to express dissatisfaction with the obviously 
politically inspired m{sstartements. · .· 

Their address is Consumer Union of the United · 
States, Inc., 256 Washington Street, Mt. Vern:on, · 
New York. 

Jerrold Martin 
Seattle, Washington · 
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' Cattle Ranchers Given 
$123,283 for Damages 

Seven ranchers in the Garrison, Montana, area 
have been awarded a total of $123,283 after a trial 
in which. they asserted their land and livestock had 
been damaged by fluoride pollution in the air, alleg
edly as a result of the activities of Rocky Mountain 
Phosphate, Inc. The ranchers had sought a total of 
$715,000. 

During the trial officials of the Federal Land Bank 
testified that the organization had refused to process 
loans to ranchers in the Garrison area because of a 
fear that fluoride pollution would reduce the pro-

. ductivity of the ranches. 
And a forest pathologist of the University ofMon

tana, Dr. Clarence C. Gordon, predicted that con
tinued exposure to the fluoride emitted by the plant 
would denude a 3J~-mile radius around Garrison of 
evergreen trees. 

Other testimony at the two-week trial came from 
_ Dr. William F. Harris of Puyallup, Wash., a leading 
veterinary toxicologist. He presented photographs 
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-i Credit Where Due i 
~==-==- Proponents of fluoridation have produced a -=~--
: mass of statistics from several communities = 

. 

-

ij=====·-========:-_---- purporting to prove its effectiveness in lessen- -~ ing caries. \Vherever and whenever :fluorida-
tion has been introduced into the water sys-
tems, it has been accompanied by the initiation -
of extensive community dental health pro- = · 1 grams. All 1the credit for whatever results have 

: § been purportedly gained in the reduction of ·I caries has been attributed solely to the· intro-
~ duction of :fluorine into the water system. 

··. = Nothing-absolutely nothing-was attributed to • : I the beneficial effects of these other measures. _ 
1 ! Yet these measures undoubtedly did far --

. §§ more to prevent caries than the :fluorides in
-~ I troduced into the water system. In fact, these 
_ § measures were those advocated most strenu- -
- § ously for decades - and rightly so -,by every 

·= I dentist worthy of the appelJation of dentist. ~==~-=~ 
~: ==~== They are measures about whose efficaey in _ 
.. ~ preventing tooth decay every dentist is in ab-

- solute agreement. 
I Dr. James W. Thornton -i At Recent Symposium in Washington, D.C. = 
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and actual exhibits showing fluorine damage to the 
teeth and bones of cattle and motion pictures of cat
tle with acute fluorosis. He said fluorosis was wide
spread in the Garrison area. 

The photos and other exhibits supported his testi
mony that fluorine in toxic quantities eats away 
tooth enamel, causes lesions in bones, cripples cattle 
and results in their starvation because it is too pain
ful for them to walk to their feed. 

One interesting aspect of the trial was that the de
fense, while seeking to show that its plant was clean 
and safe, attempted to blame other sources of flu
oride for the damage to cattle. 

News -Briefs 
Strike 3 in Regina 

For the third time in 12 years the voters of Regina, 
Saskatchewan, have resoundingly voted "no" on flu
oridation. The latest referendum resulted in a vote 
of 12,218 for :fluoridation to 16,801 against it. Of 65 
polling districts, only 14 showed a majority for :flu
oridation. 

Ithaca's Water Saved 
New York State Supreme Court Justice Howard 

A. Zeller has ruled that a no-fluoridation law in 
Ithaca is valid and legal. The local law, an amead
ment to the City Charter, had been approved in a 
referendum, but its legality was questioned. The 
Justice's· n1ling dismissed a motion to declare the 
law null and void. 

Downfall in Niagara Falls 
The City Council of Niagara Falls, Canada, has 

voted not to .:fluoridate the city's water supply. How
ever, there were immtldiate indications that pro
fluoridationists would attempt to gather enough 
signatures for a petition. for a referendum. 

Succe5s in Massachusetts 
Aided by a well-planned, intensive campaign, the 

voters of \Veymouth, Massachusetts, have rejectea 
fluoridation. The vote was 4,068 _ for fluoridation, 
compared with 6,968 against. 

Rejeetions • 1n 1965 
Fallowing is a listing of communities that rejected fluoridation of the'ir water supplies, or discontinued 

it, in 1965. Although we have made every effort to be accurate and all-inclusive, we would appreciate 
learning of any errors or omissions. 

ALASKA 
Petersburg 2/1!65: 332-147 (Bond issue defeated) 

CAUFORNIA 
Lincoln 5/25/65: 455-375 (Discontinued after 2 

years) 
Sunnyvale 4/13/65: 5,541-4,658 
WatsOnville 5/11/65: 1,823"824 

FLORIDA 
Deland 5/4/65: 1,850-530 
North Miami Beach 1/28/65 (City Council 3~2) 
Pensacola 8/65 (Discontinued after 2 years) 

ILLINOIS 
Stockton 11/2/65: 415-310 

MAINE 
· .. Oakland 3/8/65 (Voters rejected fluoridation) 

MINNESOTA 
Aitkin 11/2/65: 480-120 

·Duluth 4/6/65: 22,303-9,807 
Woodbury Township 11/2/65: 258-192 

NEVADA 
'Henderson 6/8/65: 1,614-1,402 

NE\IV HAMPSHIRE 
Portsmouth 11/2/65: 2,201-1,623 

NE\V YORK 
. Ithaca 11/2/65: 3,127-2,322 
Richfield Springs 1/29/65: (Village Board 3-2) 
White Plains 8/11/65: City Council 

NORTH CAROLINA 
B~vard 9/65 (Stopped after one year) 

-' OHIO 
Daytoh 5/4/65: 18,695-12,424 

·Massillon 11/2/65: 6,513-3,143 
Sebring ll/2/65:. 006-534 (Discontinued after 3 

. .years) 
' Van Wert 11/2/65: ~290-1,532 

OREGON 
Albany 3/9/65: 1,233-817 
Eugene 9/28/65: 5,992-5,364 (Stopped after one 

year trial) 
PENNSYLVANIA 

New Bethlehem 4/65 (Council vote) 
South Bethlehem 4/65 (Borough Council) 

TENNESSEE 
Loudon 10/9/65: 208.-112 

TEXAS 
Abilene 11/10/65: 10,111-7,975 

\VISCONSIN 
Brandon 4/6/66: 196-105 
Brownton 4/6/65: 46-39 

AUSTRALIA 
Cairns 4/12/65: 1,026-337 

CANADA 
BRITISH COLUMBIA (Requires 60% majority to 

pass) 
12/6/65 Dawson Creek: 854-685 
12/6/65 Kinnaird: 370-176 
12/6/65 Pounce Coupe: 76-39 
12/6/65 Taylor: 37-16 
12/6/65 Oak Bay: 2,895-3,083 · 
12/6/65 Powell River: 1,419-1,121 

ALBERTA (Requires 2/3 majority to pass)' 
Voters in Lethbridge, Brooks and Taber rejected 

fluoridation 
SASKATCHEvV AN 

Regina 11/2/65: 16,801-12,218 ( 3rd referendum 
in 12 years) 

NE\V BRUNSWICK 
St. John 9/27/65 (Council action) 

ENGLAND-
London· 3/26/65 ·(London's Court of Common 

Council shelved plan to fluoridate) 

What Hath. 
PHS Wrought? 

Sometimes the Public Health Service just goes too 
far! 

Now, ifs one thing to spend thousands of dollars 
and many years promoting the use of a poison like 
.fluoride in the public water supply. After all, as 
everyone knows, a little poison can't hurt you. 

But it's something else again when the Public 
Health Service resorts to such underhanded tactics 
as sponsoring research that indicates that kissing 
can cause cavities by transferring bacteria. At least, 
that's what a research group at the University oE 
Miami reports, after study carried out with a $110-· 
000 PHS grant. 

The sad thing is that this report, which· is no 
doubt to be used to show how necessary fluoridation 
is, could result instead in a national drive against 
kissing. 

Does the PHS realize what it may have started? 

Georgia's Back Door 
Since August, 1965, the residents of Clayton 

County, Georgia, have been drinking fluoridated wa
ter. Only they didn't know it. Those who introduced 
it hadn't bothered to tell them. Even the chairman 
of the Health Board, J. E. Edmonds, said he had 
learned of the move "via the grapevine" after the 
fluoride was adde<). The Manager of the County 
vVater Authority, E. L. Huie, said the action had 
been taken in cooperation with a federally sponsor
ed program. "\Ve went ahead and added the flu~ 
orine without any fanfare," he said, "merely carry
ing out the resolutions passed by the commissioners 
and health board members." 
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For Your 

:JfuoriJalion 

Jltrarg 
\V e have .. had many requests for recent publica-: 

tions on fluoridation, moSt of tvhich a-re not readily 
- obtainable through standard outlets. 4s a serviCe to 

our readers, National Fluoridation. News is making 
them available while the limited supplies last. Prices 
shown include handling and postage charges. Please 
order by number. 
1. A STRUGGLE WITH TITANS, by G. L. Waldbott. "The 

work of an honest, sensitive and courageous man," said 
Paul Le Butt in The Daily Gleaner. A documented, 
eye-opening presentation of the dangers of 8uoridation 
and of the forces behind its promotion. . . . . . . . .. . . . $4.75 

2. CURRENT STATUS, second edition. A professionally 
prepared critical review of the major questions con
cerning 8uoridation. . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . 75 cents 

3. THE STORY OF FLUORIDATION, by Philip E. Zan
fagna. A story that "will dwarf the thalidomide 
tragedy." ............................................................ 35 cents 

4. WHY PHYSICIANS ARE UNINFORMED ABOUT FLU
ORIDE, by G. L. Waldbott. Address delivered at the 
University of Kansas, Nov. 17, 1965 ............. 20 cen:t.'l 

(additional copies, 15 cents each) 

5. ASTATEMENT ON THE FLUORIDATION OF PUS
LIC WATER SUPPLIES, by the Medical-Dental 
Committee on Evaluation of Fluoridation. Stresses the 
dangers of compulsory mass mediation. . . . . . . . . . . 20 cents 

(ten copies, 10 cents each) 
6. DENTAL AND ·MEDICAL ASPECTS OF FLUORI

DATED DRINKING WATER, by Albert W. Burg
stabler. The essential survey of the "steadily growing 
number of detailed accowtts of adverse findings" about 
fluoridation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . .. 20 cents 

(additional copies, 15 cents each) 

7. FLUORIDE AND CANCER, by Alfred Taylor, in Satur· 
day Review. ......................................... . ....... 25 cents 

8. FLUORIDATION VS. THE CONSTITl.)'TION, by Arthur 
Selwyn Miller, in Saturday Review ............... 25 cents 

9. FLUORIDATION REPRINT PACKAGE, containing "A 
Water Supply Perspective of the Fluoridation Discus
sion," by Benjamin C. Nesin; "Fluoridation: A Review 
of Recent Medical Criticism," from British medical 
journals; "Prenatal and Postnatal Ingestion of Flu
orides-Fourteen Years of Investigation-Final Report," 
by Reuben Feltman and George Kosel; "X-Ray Ab
sorption and X-Ray Fluorescence Micro-Analyses of 
Mineralized Tissue of Rats Which Have lnllested Flu
oridated Water," bv Hans Rockert, and "How Effec
tive is Fluoridation- in the Actual Reduction" of Dental 
Caries?" by Medical-Dental Committee on 'Evaluation 
of Fluoridation. .............. ; ............................ :-........ $1.00 

!fail your requests accompanied by check, or 
money order for the full amount to 

NATIONAL FLUORI,DATION NEW$ 
Box 487 

Hempstead, N." Y. 11551 
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