
Nothing has changed in the 60 years of fluoridation
propaganda promotion of fluoridation except the particular
toxic fluoride chemicals have resurrected the law of
SORCERERS by turning garbage - fluoride - into gold for its
endorsers and promoters.

The public is forced to drink the stuff promoted by your
political representative “looking after your well-being”, and
pumping it into your home and giving the family an
uncontrollable daily dose of fluoride in a manner
completely contrary to scientific, medical and
pharmaceutical principles, all under the scientific definition
of a medicine.

The people of the world, and in particular Australia,
have never seen scientific proof of fluoridation safety and
effectiveness, none of which can be supported under
legitimate scientific studies, especially as the whole
process of fluoridation is illegal in every concept of law
and order.

No published Scientific research proving
fluoridation is safe and effective.

Of great concern to clear, honest, thinking scientists, is
the question of why so many medical organisations, dental
and political, aggressively pursue the promotional
endorsement of fluoridation when they obviously know, as
we do, and most people of the world who have studied the
subject know, there is no published scientific research
proving fluoridation is safe and effective.

The usual presentations under Dental Science are Dental
Slogans, coined in the U.S.A., that usually satisfy under-
intelligent people afraid of that Doctor (?) who fills their
teeth.

In this regard the real meaning of scientific research is
important, although seemingly not understood by ignorance
or instruction from the Halls of Scientific Power where

doctors control pseudo-scientists.
The people of all countries are blinded by the

professional scientific conjurers who lead that field, but in
reality unknown to the public, it is a case of The Blind
Leading the Blind, and the people attempting to live under
such draconian laws in a supposed democratic country.

The history of fluoridation is documented in official
publications over more than 60 years and their failed
medical, dental concept still not proven, but politically
accepted!

What is the difficulty for such grand people in
professionally privileged positions of “trust”?

During the 1970’s the amount of scientific data, not only
questioning, but actually condemning the fluoridation
claimed purpose, was outstanding in the scientific field of
medicine.

Professional Scientific Gamblers.
The World Health Organization (W.H.O.) published

books on fluoridation, warning of its danger to humans but
at the same time suggesting it would stop tooth decay using
fluoride in water and toothpaste, a case of professional
scientific gamblers “backing themselves both ways”.

Consider the following statement from the 360 page
WHO book - “Fluoride and Human Health”, 1970:

“Whereas dental fluorosis is easily recognised, the
skeletal involvement is not clinically obvious until the
advanced stage of crippling fluorosis . . . early cases
are usually in young adults whose only complaints
are vague pains noted most frequently in the small
joints of the hands and feet, in the knee joints and in
the joints of the spine. These cases are frequent in the
endemic areas and may be misdiagnosed as
rheumatoid or osteo-arthritis.” (p. 239)

Such scientific - medical statements by the WHO had to
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be disproved and destroyed, in any manner, even  to bury it
in future discussion, all by that group of “highly-trained
critical thinking scientists” and so the above statement
disappeared from the public.

Rigorous human study connecting fluoridation
with osteosarcoma.

Dr. Bassin’s research is considered the most rigorous
human study on the connection between fluoridation and
osteosarcoma, a rare but lethal form of cancer that affects
males more than females.

Bassin's thesis was supervised by Professor Chester
Douglass and funded $1.3 million by The National Institute
of Environmental Health Sciences (NIEHS). The Harvard
University in investigating why the Harvard School of
Dental Science epidemiologist (Douglass) told federal
officials he found no significant correlation between
fluoridated water and osteosarcoma in Bassin’s research. 

Bassin’s Doctoral Thesis stated:
“Among males, exposed to fluoride at or above the
target level was associated with an increased risk of
developing osteosarcoma. The association was most
apparent between ages 5-10 years with a peak at six
to eight years.”

Douglass has been teaching at Harvard University since
1978 but Douglass is also Editor in Chief for the Colgate
Oral Care report that is supplied to all dentists in U.S.A.

Conflict of Interest
One U.S. scientist questioned Douglass’ involvement as

Editor of a Colgate publication as “creating an appearance
of a conflict of interest.”

The matter has “gone quiet”.
Another case of buried official science! Note the WHO

data above: “early cases are usually in young adults”.
Today we find Dr Bassin in a difficult situation with

Harvard University and the “over-seeing Professor”, who is
alleged to have made false statements about Bassin’s
scientific findings of osteosarcoma in young children.

Over the long history of Fluoridation one matter stands out
clearly. When scientists make public their scientific discovery
of fluoridation harm to humans and almost before you can say
“fluoride”, a challenge is produced to denigrate the scientists
and their research throughout the world, by Fluoridation Code
manipulators with their “closeness” to the media.

This is called “Instant Science”, full of unsubstantiated
data, but given full open press world wide with a caveat to
stop publication of scientific criticism of fluoridation.

When fluoride compounds were first added to
toothpaste tubes to allegedly reduce tooth decay,
normal toothpaste tube materials, such as annealed
aluminium, were corroded by the fluoride, resulting in
toothpaste leaking from the tubes. A corroded fluoride
toothpaste tube was on display at Russell’s Health
Food Store in Sydney for many years.

When major toothpaste manufacturers woke up to the
corrosive properties of fluoride in toothpaste, they used
different tubes and different internal coatings on toothpaste
tubes to prevent corrosive reaction between the fluoride
toothpaste and the tube material.

Replies from manufacturers of toothpaste to enquiries
about the difference between tubes for normal toothpaste
and tubes used for fluoride toothpaste:

“Gibbs S.R. tubes are aluminium, while Gibbs Fluoride
tubes are lead.”

“The reason we have adopted lead as the base metal for
Gibbs Fluoride’s tubes is that the Gibbs fluoride formula is
unstable in the presence of aluminium ... The inside of the
tube is double coated with wax to keep the paste separated
from the tube, the neck with the screw thread is made of a
plastic material set into the shoulder of the tube which
ensures that the thread does not collapse in use. Finally the
unprinted shoulder of the tube is plated with pure tin to
avoid any corrosion which might occur.”

l Colgate-Palmolive Pty Ltd

“Colgate Dental Cream tubes are made from annealed
aluminium, and we would very much like to use a similar
tube for Colgate Fluoride toothpastes for reasons of quality
and presentation being cheaper in cost; however the active
fluoride in the Colgate Fluoride toothpaste reacts slightly
with the aluminium and makes this form of container
unsuitable after a long period of storage. The collapsible
lead tube used for Colgate Fluoride toothpaste is internally
coated with wax to prevent contact of the toothpaste with
the tube.” (Emphasis added)

Toothpaste Tubes Corroded by Fluoride Toothpaste
Major toothpaste manufacturers forced to use special tubes

by John T. Webber
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“Both Kolynos Fluoride and Kolynos Standard tubes are
made from aluminium, but the Fluoride tube is also coated
on the inside with a resin called Araldite to prevent
corrosion by the cream. (Lead could be used as an
alternative.) There is no special significance in this as the
tube would corrode if it contained a paste using common
salt.”

A further enquiry on their unrelated statement about
common salt resulted in the reply that:

“We regret to advise you that we have no details of tests
of re-action on our toothpaste tubes with a paste containing
common salt, and can only confirm this information was
supplied to us by a qualified chemist.”

As usual with those promoting the use of fluoride, the
claim about common salt was not substantiated, whereas
the evidence of corrosion by fluoride in toothpaste is
irrefutable.

l Nyal Company

“For reasons of product stability, Nyal Fluoride
toothpaste is packed in a lacquer-lined aluminium tube. It is
important to protect the fluoride content of the paste from
reacting with the metal in the tube. The tube makers specify
the coating as an “epoxy” lining.

Nyal Spearmint toothpaste has been shown to be
perfectly stable in aluminium metal tubes and needs no
special protection for the aluminium.”

l Bristol Myers Company Pty Ltd

“You are correct in noticing differences in our tubes in
which Ipana is packed and this is to ensure that the quality
of the toothpaste is preserved.”

Admission by all major Toothpaste
Manufacturers that Fluoride Corroded

Toothpaste Tubes

All major tooth-paste manufacturers admitted that
fluoride toothpaste reacted with normal toothpaste tubes,
resulting in the toothpaste corroding through the tubes.

Toothpaste manufacturers then changed to plastic tubes,
which overcame their fluoride corrosion problem.

New Zealand Toothpaste Bungle
New Zealanders used a toothpaste for eight years which

had enough fluorine to be officially classed as a poison. The
toothpaste was Colgate Fluoriguard. After eight years the
Health Department insisted that the elemental fluoride
concentration be reduced to under 0.1 percent, as the
toothpaste did not comply with the Food and Drug Act
(New Zealand Truth, 20th October, 1982.)

Dr. John Phillips, director of clinical services at the
Health Department, made the incredible statement that:

“The level of fluoride in the toothpaste was still lower
than the level in some natural water supplies.”

Such a concentration of 1000 parts per million is
massively above the concentrations in any naturally
occurring potable water supplies. Where rarely occurring
concentrations of fluoride of ever 4 parts per million occur
in some locations in India, crippling skeletal fluorosis as
well as dental fluorosis caused by fluoride reached
endemic proportions.

The Australian Fluoridation News - September-October 2006 - 3



Tube of Toothpaste Could Kill
The ANZAAS conference in Melbourne was told that a

tube of toothpaste contained about 75 mg of fluoride when
1mg was recommended dose. (The Australian, 28 August
1985.)

Dr. Mark Diesendorf of the CSIRO’s Division of
Mathematics and Statistics stated: 

“There is no doubt that this is a toxic dose which
could even be fatal to some children.”

Even a few milligrams of fluoride can be fatal, as
illustrated by the tragic death of four year old Jason
Burton. The death certificate stated that death was
caused by fluoride poisoning, even though only a few
fluoride tablets were consumed.

A tiny amount of fluoride certainly can be fatal, as
sadly demonstrated by the $750,000 award granted to
the parents of a 3 year old child at Brooklyn, USA. The
award was made on 19th January, 1979. The death of the
child was caused by the swallowing of a legal dose of
fluoride.

The child was taken to a dentist for examination. The
dentist found no tooth decay, and handed the patient over
to a dental hygienist for a routine teeth-cleaning procedure.
After cleaning, the child’s teeth were painted with
stannuous fluoride (used in toothpastes).

After application the mouth should be rinsed with water
and expectorated. Due to the carelessness or irresponsibility
of the dental hygienist the child was not told to spit out the
water and so swallowed it with fatal results. (The Australian
Fluoridation News - Aqua Pura, Vol. 16, No. 1, January-
February, 1969.)

NOTICE: Fluoride Toothpaste and 
Water Fluoridation both unsafe
A document is at present being circulated throughout

NSW asking people to sign and post to the NSW Premier.
Our Organizations are not involved in any way.
We do not agree with the following paragraph of the

document which in our opinion negates all other
references in the document.

“There is now no longer any independent scientific
support for water fluoridation as an intervention that
measurably reduces the incidence of tooth decay. Since
the 1970’s water fluoridation has been effectively
replaced by topical fluorides (e.g. toothpaste) which are
reported to be more effective than water fluoridation
and are potentially safer because of not involving the
intentional consumption of fluoride. See the Appendices
for more detailed evidence in support of the following
statements.”

The use of fluoride toothpaste causes mottled teeth,
that resulted in the Government forcing a 99%
reduction of fluoride in toothpaste for children, from
21⁄4” to a smear. Irrespective of how fluoride toothpaste
is used by adults, the fluoride plasma level  in the body
peaks far above the already elevated level in the blood
when fluoridated water is used.

Our Organizations without exception will not and do
not agree to any degree of the safety of fluoride
toothpaste as claimed.

Dress a fluoride monkey in any fancy clothes, but it
still remains a monkey.

The Fluoridation Honour Roll “JACK MUTTON”
Jack Mutton M.L.A. died 20th June, 2006, aged 91years.
Our great interest and appreciation of Jack Mutton was

his dynamic, intelligent and devoted force  as an MP in the
Victorian Parliament during the debates relative to the
introduction of The Fluoridation Act 1972.

It took much courage and impeccable wisdom in his
Sampson and Goliath encounters with the combined Liberal
and Labor parties strongly supporting each other to the hilt,
and voting in unison accordingly, to suppress the scientific
evidence recorded in the Parliament by Jack Mutton’s
presentation.

Jack Mutton pulled off the greatest scientific rejection of
the Hamer organisational political fluoridation agenda.

On 20th November 1973 (Hansard page 2293) Jack
Mutton -

“Mr. Mutton (Coburg) asked the Minister of Health if
he would ascertain and advise:
(1) What research has been carried out by the Commission
of Public Health, the Australian Medical Association (AMA),
the Australian Dental Association (ADA), the National
Health and Medical Research Council (NH&MRC), and the
World Health Organization,, respectively, in relation to
fluoridation of public water supplies?
(2) Which special investigating committees of such
organisations produced a report on fluoridation, when it was
produced, who were the members of such committees and
what were their qualifications?

(3) Whether, as recommended by the National Health and
Medical Research Council, a national study of water
fluoridation under Australian conditions has been
undertaken; if so what were the findings?
(4) Whether there is an optimum level of fluoride intake or
whether this varies from person to person according to age,
sex and individual bodily reaction?”

Mr Scanlon, Minister of Health:
The answer is:

“(1) No original research has been carried out by any
of the bodies named. They are not research
organizations but each has set up groups which have
studied the voluminous literature on the subject
published in many countries of the world.”

Little has changed during the past 33 years. The
same groups still head the list of those endorsing
compulsory fluoridating and Jack Mutton’s question
still remains cast in stone.

The same names and the Minister’s answer in 1973
is relevant today, because nothing scientifically has
changed - “Dental Slogans” are the “science” of those
1973 fluoridation promoters.

It is this kind of political fluoridation nonsense
that governs the Health of Victorian people and
indeed replicated in all other States of Australia,
where dependence on science is more in this vexed
question of a medically failed concept.

4 - The Australian Fluoridation News - September-October 2006




