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10 Downing Street,

LONDON S.W.1.
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If I may take a few minutes of your time on the fluoridation question, you
will see from the enclosed cutting from last Sunday's "Observer" that there
are officials in the D.H.S.S. who are preparing legislation to force water
authorities to add fluoride to drinking water.

Nothing could be more unjustified or unpopular, or more contrary to the
Conservative philosophy of freedom of choice! In support of the
unpopularity of such coersion I enclose also a copy of Peter Simple's
article in the "Daily Telegraph' of 16th October: So I do hope there will
be a denial from Dr. Gerard Vaughan that he has any such intention.

Reverting to my remarks at Monday's dinner party, I do very much hope
that the Committee to be appointed by Dr. Vaughan will be fairly
constituted on a 50/50 basis; i.e. 50 per cent of the members should
represent the anti-fluoridation point of view. In the past all committees
specifically set up to look into fluoridation have consisted of fluoridationists,
which is why their reports have carried no conviction and have not been
generally accepted. Hence the widespread opposition.

A Department of Health spokesman admitted last week that there has been
an increase in cancer mortality, particularly from leukaemia, in Birmingham
since fluoridation. In his B.B.C. Radio 4 interview, on 12th October,

Dr. Dean Burk stated that for ten years prior to fluoridation in 1964
Birmingham had a very steady cancer death rate - 210 deaths per

one hundred thousand population per year. Within five years it had gone
up to about 235, and it is much above that now.
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Add fluoride—by order

“-THE Government is pre-
paring legislation to force
water authorities 10 add
Auoride to drinking water,
| 'writes Geofirey Lean.

| 1ts acpen, which is sure
| To meet vigorous protest,
i comes at a particularly
| censitive time—amid allega-
| nons that cancer deaths
| in “Birmingham rose after
filuoridation.

Eighry-four of Britain’s
90 Area Bealth Authorites,
which are tvesponsible for
making the decision on med)-

.cal grounds, have said that
‘t+hey want fluoride added.

But-onlv 23 have seen flu-
oridation wholly er partially
implemented because water
authorities. who actuallly add
the chemical, have been slow
to obey. About 43 mil-
lion people, mainly in Bn-
mingham, the West Midlands
and Newcastle, drink the
treated water. .

Health authorities can only
request water aunthorities 0
add fluoride and the Govern-
ment believ>s there must be
a wav to enforce decisions.

Fluoridatiop provokes
stronger reactions than

almost any wother environ-

mental issue. Jts supporters
are copvinced that it is safe
and essential to fight rooth
decay. Opponents, Nowever,
passionately argue that mass
medication is Wrong in prin-
ciple and thart fiuoride can
cause 2 host of diseases im-
cluding cancer.

The opponents point 10
research by =an American

scientist. Dr Dean Burke, who
concluded that cancer deaths
have Tisen 1p Birmingham
and 10 American cities since

fuoride was added to the

warer there. Depariment o©f
Health scientists dissgree.
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| | LUORIDATION is a notori- |
- :_ | ously boring subject; 1 _ 4
| | - 7 accordingly , write about |
it only once a year. The time '
] | _ has now come to write about it
, Ll again, and much more urgently ]
f' than ever betfore. For once again - i 3
‘ } the Goveument is threatening to i
- I make water authorities add "3
|
|

fluoride to public water supplies: .
and this time it iooks as if it
may actually try to force them 18
to do so by law. o

| This is far from boring. 1t is
a scandal and a menace.

. Therse zare two arguments
against this measure. In the L%
first place it amounts to com- ! 23
| pulsory mass medication, which : . i

is wrong in principle; in the '
“second place, there is a great

deal of evidence that although
the addition of fluoride to pub-

lic water supplies mav tempor- .

"arily benefit children's teeth, | _ -i
it may also have 'long-term ad- '-
verse effects on the human body

'—notably cancer.

| . Because the medical “ estab- o
| | :lishment” in this country has
: .taken up an entrencined posi-
| ‘tion on this subject—the reason
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f why it should have done so 1is ' , ¢
{ mysterious and even sinister—
1 " it has been able to dismiss ob-
AR *jectors to fluoridation as a lot
| - of cranks and reactionary
| . fanatics, and to convince the 1
g '-.  public by incessant propaganda i3
| that there is only one side to ' :
. the question.
! This is not so. There are 40
M Ps of all political parties who
i believe it is the duty of M Ps
‘to oppose fluoridation. They
have formed an All-Party Com-
mittee, with Mr Ivan Lawrence:
.Conservative M P for Burton. as
chairman. In a speech in the
Commons last vear he said that
““the sheer irresponsibility 1n
ihe dental and medicali protes-
sion about this probiem” was x
positively * frightening.”
He also pointed out that most -
of the nations of Western oo
1 Europe either had not allowed
| fluoridation in the first place
or had rejected it atter trial.

. Yet 84 of the 90 Area Health
j "Authorities in this country have | i
| now pronounced n tavour of it.
‘At present thev can anly recom-
mend that water authorities tol-
low their advice. So rtar only
a few have done so; onlv abgut
four and a half million people,
mainly in the West Midlands
and Tyneside., have been sub-
jected to this more than dubious
experiment.

Will the Covernment now trv
compulsion by law? [If so. it
must be resisted all the wav.
I ever there was a thin end
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| | of an.enormous wedge, it is
I: here. Y
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