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shown in their table of results from 1978
to 1982, and that their study shows the
difference between the fluoridated and
non-fluoridated areas.

The Fraud
The table of results published by the

Health Commission in their “Study”
does not show any data of children from
fluoridated or non-fluoridated areas.

They lump all Victorian children
together, irrespective of whether they
live in a fluoridated area or a non-

fluoridated area, and give aresultthatwe
are expected to accept as scientific and
honest.

They show that in 1978, 3564 six-year-
old children were examined and in 1982,
13,587 children were examined, and
then they state that by 1982,a 71 percent
reduction in decayed, missing and filled
permanent teeth occurred, but nowhere
do they show the number of children
from each area, soitis quite possible the
children in the non-fluoridated areas
are used to bolster the average resultsin
the fluoridated areas, but of course

nobody can make any positive conclu-
sions because the studyiscomplete pro-
paganda, unethical in the extreme,and a

disgrace to any self-respecting Premier
and his Government.

It is on this kind of Victorian
Government “dental science” and
expertise that the Government is
forcing fluoridation of our drinking
water supplies.
VICTORIAN HEALTH
COMMISSION

On 13th March, 1984 the Chairman of
the Victorian Health Commission, Dr. G.
Trevaks wrote to the Ombudsman in
reference to their “study’’,and made the
following comment:

“Nevertheless | would make the
point that the Commission has not

specifically claimed that the figures
quoted on children’s tooth decay
were the results of a full scale scientific
examination.

The figures are, however, the result
ofa legitimate statistical study under-
taken by Commission officers

.
..”

The Health Commission’s statement in
their booklet, published obviously to

promote fluoridation throughout the
community, reads as follows:
How effective is fluoridation?

“Melbourne’s water supply was fluori-
dated in 1977. By 1981 tooth decay
among six-year-old children had
fallen by 62 percent.”

A Legitimate Statistical Study?
Not only is the so-called study of the

Health Commission statistically

erroneous, morally unjustified, and no

doubt a classical piece of fluoridation
propaganda to mislead the community,
but the reader will be interested in the
statement in the Health Commission’s
booklet that the dates they are quoting
are 1977 and 1981, whereas the figures
presented to us were 1978 and 1982, so
that in which ever direction we look at
this Government document, we cannot
find one true fact.

In the one-page ‘‘legitimate,
scientific, statistical study” there is no

data of any kind relating to fluoridated
or non-fluoridated areas, no variables
such as male and female, and no details
of areas of examination, such as the
name of a city or country town,or socio-
economic groups, or more importantly
no data showing which children were

receiving free school dental Cclinic
treatment, compared with the
disadvantaged and discriminated
children who received no dental service
in their schools throughout Victoria.

The request to the Victorian Health
Commission was for a copy of their
Study for the vyears 1977 and 1981
referred to in their booklet on

Fluoridation. The one page data
supplied by the Health Commission is
for the years 1978 and 1982.

Without taking into consideration
other erroneous factors in their Study, it
is scientifically impossible to evaluate
data periods that do not correspond, let
alone make health claims on such
statistics.

Freedom of Information Act
When examining the fluoridation

filesin the Premier’s Department on 4th
January, 1984 under the Freedom of
Information Act, a memo on the
letterhead of the Premier’s Department
to the Private Secretary, Ms Lorna
Botham, from Ms Ewa Kozlowski,
Community Service Branch, stated:

1. “Mr. G. Walker, Chairman, Anti-
Fluoridation Association of Victoria, is

a persistent letter writer to whom the
Department has replied three times.
2. Each reply from the Department
has been delayed not more than ten
days from the actual date of Mr.
Walker’s letter.
3. On 17th January, 1983 Mr. Walker
requested a copy of a “scientific
study” related to dental decay. The
Department replied on 27th January,
1983 explaining that an official study
does not exist, and providing details
of an internal study conducted by the
Health Commission.
4. Mr. Walker wrote to the
Department with a similiar request
on 12,19, 22, and 23 February, despite
the Department’s earlier reply.
5. Further letter from the Department
to Mr. Walker on 23rd February, 1983.

6. It seems that Mr Walker now writes
to the Department on a daily basis for
information that has already been
provided to him.

(Signed) Ewa Kozlowski Community
Services Branch 28/2/83”
The chronological order of letters to

the Premier are correct, but the true
reason for these letters is not
documented in the Premier’s
Department memo.

All letters asked for a copy of the
study publicly claimed by the Premier,
and the continuousrequests were made
because no response was given to this
enquiry, in spite of the Premier’s
Department’s memo saying otherwise.

As this article shows, the so-called
“study” was finally made available
through the Ombudsman, thirteen
months after the above memo was circu-
lated saying the “information has already
been provided to him.”
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ADVERTISEMENT
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FLUORIDATION
In 1977 the Victorian Government
introduced Sodium Silico Fluoride
(ref. 1 MMBW Chemical and
Bacteriological Division) into
Melbourne’s water supply for the
purpose of strengthening children’s
teeth against decay.
OTHER USES OF FLUORIDE
Sodium Silicofluoride is registered as
a pesticide (ref. 2 Pesticides Act 1958).
Use: In nurseries and ornamental
gardens.
Target Species: Snails.
Basis of Toxic Properties: Enzyme
inhibition by fluoride ion (ref. 3
Committee of Enquiry into the
Effects of Pesticides 1966).
TOXICITY

. . .
Measured as the LD50,

(This indicates the lethal dose of
chemical in milligrams per kilogram
body weight of the target species)
that kills 50% of a large group of
animals of thatspecies.The following
figures refer to rats. Relative
toxicities of some pesticides are:

PESTICIDES LD50 (rats)
copper sulphate 300
bordeaux 200

sodium silico fluoride 125
D3k 120
lead arsenate 100

dieldrin 40
Ref. 3 Victorian State Government,
Committee of Enquiry into the
Effects of Pesticides 1966 pp. 32-39.
Authorised by Philip Robertson, 20
Kenmare St., Box Hill North.

Permission has been given by Mr.
Robertson for publication.

INFORMATION GUIDE
FOR THOSE WHO WISH TO OBTAIN FURTHER INFORMATION OR WHO WISH TO JOIN
IN THE BATTLE FOR PRESERVATION OF PERSONAL LIBERTY

SUBSCRIPTIONS: @ Australia (excluding Victoria) and overseas-
Box C9 Clarence Street, Sydney NSW 2000 — $5 per annum

® Victoria:-
See Anti-Fluoridation Association of Victoria Membership Form

ANTI-FLUORIDATION ASSOCIATION OF VICTORIA
BOX 935C G.P.O. MELBOURNE. 3001
NEW MEMBERSHIP/RENEWAL FORM

| enclose:
which includes Aqua Pura Subscriptions.

NEW SOUTH WALES: Safe Water Association of N.S.W.. Box No. C9. P.O. Clarence St..
Svdnev 2000. |. Webber 129 Raglan St.. Mosman, 2088. Phone 969-5865 after 7 pm

NEWCASTLE: Mr D. Evans. 6 Norley St
. Whitebridge, N.S.W. 2290. Phone 4-7695

VICTORIA: ANTI-FLL ORIDATION ASSN. OF VIC. P.O. Box 935G G.P.O. Melbourne 3001.
G.S R Walker. 4A Manor Street. Brighton Victoria, 3186

QUEENSLAND: Mr. ). Harding, Cordalba, Childers, Qld 4660. ANTI-FLUORDIATION ASSO-
CIATION (Brisbane), Colin A. Phillips, c/- Griffith University, Nathan, QIid. 4111

SOUTH AUSTRALIA: CO-ORDINATING COMMITTEE AGAINST FLUORIDATION Hon
Sec. Mrs. |. Sharpe. Box 72. Sedan. 5353. South Australia.

WEST AUSTRALIA: Secretary. Miss C. McDonnell. 3 Barrett Street. Wembley 6014. Phone
81-1361. SUBIACO ANTI-FLUORIDATION COMMITTEE C/- Box K887.G.P.O. Perth, W.A. 6001

TASMANIA: Pure Food Committee. Organic Gardening and Farming Society (O.G.F.S)P.O
Box 783. Devonport. 7301

NEW ZEALAND: New Zealanc Pure Water Association, P.O. Box 3070, Tauranga, New Zealand.

Full membership — $10.00 per annum $ai i lagti oo,

Students & Pensioners — $3.00 per annum$. « . . ... oL

Donation for Fighting Fund $iuiehatelvl Slehe
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Receipt required: Yes/No (Delete that not applicable.)

---------------


