JAMES ROBERT DEAL, P.S.

5105 200" Street SW, Suite 100
Lynnwood, Washington 98036-6397
Telephone (425) 771-1110, fax (425) 776-8081
JamesRobert@JamesRobertDeal.com

March 24, 2008

Governor Christine Gregoire
Office of the Governor

PO Box 40002

Olympia, WA 98504-0002
Sent by 1st Class Mail

Dear Governor Gregoire,

[ am sending you an e-mail I received from the Fluoride Action Network. For
your convenience, | have printed out the web pages referred to.

I look forward to your response.

FLUORIDE ACTION NETWORK
http://www.FluorideAlert.org.

FAN Bulletin 945: Two year anniversary of the NRC (2006) report
March 25, 2008
Dear James Robert,

One thing which is really apparent about proponents of fluoridation is that they cannot provide
scientifically based answers to scientific questions. This is especially true of their inability to provide
a written analysis as why they (e.g. government health agencies and dental trade associations from
the US, Canada, Australia, New Zealand, Ireland, Israel and the UK) do their level best to ignore
the important findings in the National Research Council's landmark review published on March 22,
2006. http://www.fluoridealert.org/health/epa/nrc/index.html

Most shocking is the fact that the US EPA, who used US taxpayers' money to pay for this report,
has yet - after 2 years - to provide one word in response to the panel's recommendation that the
EPA prepare a new health risk assessment to determine a new and more protective Maximum
Contaminant Level Goal (MCLG). Currently this is set at 4 ppm, which is 1000 times higher than the
level in mothers milk! Maybe nature new something about fluoride's toxicity that the US Public
Health Service, which endorsed fluoridation in 1950, has tried to ignore for 58 years and the EPA
for the 22 years since it determined this current outrageously high value. Even the fluoridation-
promoting WHO has a safe drinking water standard of 1.5 ppm (still far too high).
http://www.fluoridealert.org/health/epa/index.html

Based upon the new science presented in the NRC report, and the data presented in the exposure
analysis (chapter 2) it should be clear to anyone who can read that some people are already
exceeding safe levels of fluoride at 1 ppm and for the rest of the population there is simply no
adequate margin of safety. This isn't rocket science; it is pocket calculator stuff. Meanwhile, there
is one huge clue too visible to ignore: the fact that 32% of American kids now have the telltale signs
of over-exposure to fluoride: dental fluorosis (CDC, 2005). http://www.fluoridealert.org/dental-
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fluorosis.htm Those who hang on to the notion that fluoride could have this systemic effect on the
growing tooth without impacting any other tissue in the infant's developing body are clutching at
very thin straws. And why clutch at those straws when the evidence of any benefit today is now so
meager? http://www.fluoridealert.org/health/teeth/caries/who-dmft.html

Now that we have over 40 animal studies which indicate that fluoride can damage the brain
http://www.fluoridealert.org/health/brain/index.html

and nearly 20 human studies indicating that fluoride can lower children's 1Q (three alone published
last year, and one the year before) it is staggering that there is anyone left to support fluoridation (of
course it is less staggering when you note that they are unwilling to read anything but handouts
from the ADA and its CDC affiliate). Those that do must have a very lopsided view of the relative
importance of the teeth and the brain in a child's overall development. And that is even granting
them the very dubious notion that ingested fluoride does much to lower tooth decay.
http://fluoridealert.org/2007research/01.html

So why can't the EPA do its job and deliver us from this evil? Why do our children have to face
another day with the real possibility that the water they consume, and the beverages and processed
food made with it, could be lowering their intelligence, lowering their thyroid function and
accumulating in their pineal glands? Not to mention beginning a lifetime accumulation of fluoride in
their bones? Well it is certainly not because the science is unavailable - the NRC has put 507
pages of that on the table. http:/www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record id=11571#toc

No, it is not lack of science. Our children have suffered whatever subtle shifts in their bodily
metabolism that fluoride can achieve in two years because of the sickening politics that continues to
put a stranglehold on the science of this matter. This is not a scientific exercise for the EPA. Their
inaction is political. The people who have to do these calculations are scared stiff. They know that
if they do their job and come back with a scientifically defendable MCLG (to protect everyone in
society against known and "reasonably anticipated" health effects) that it will have to be much less
than 1 ppm and they know that that this will force the end of the fluoridation program. Such a finding
will bring down the wrath of the US Public Health Service onto their necks. As far as their careers
and pensions are concerned, they do not want to be the ones to pull the rug from under this "sacred
cow" of the dental and public health establishment.

This is another very important reason why we need a Congressional hearing. We need Congress to
say to the EPA personnel: "Do your job no matter where the science takes you. We are here to
make sure that you are not penalized for doing that job."

To date over 1600 professionals and over 10,900 people have called for an end to fluoridation
worldwide and for Congressional Hearings which undoubtedly will expedite this end. Officials at the
EPA, CDC and the FDA can ignore our questions but they will not be able to ignore the questions of
Congress but we need more pressure from the public to make this happen. Please get everyone
you know to sign either the Professional Statement or the Online message to Congress. It is very
simple to do. We need more signatures on both to get the attention of Congress and to lend support
to the lobbying efforts of the Environmental Working Group to get such a hearing.

Paul Connett

[ have a hard time understanding how people can support fluoridation. It is as
ridiculous as supporting mercury fillings, lead paint, lead in gasoline, and the
flat earth.
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Fluoridation will come to an end. My question for you is this: Will you be a part
of the progressive effort to end it, or will you be one of those who resists it
despite the clear problems involved.

I wish you the best.

My dentist friend Dr. Bill Osmunson and I would like to visit you to discuss
these matters. See Dr. Bill’s YouTube video at http://www.fluoridealert.org.

Can we call your secretary and make an appointment?

Sincerely,

James Robert Deal
Attorney at Law



