A Review of Vaccine Safety Claims

It is often repeated that “vaccines are safe” as was heard during the open hearings on both vaccine informed consent bills presented.  As I presented in my oral testimony, this is statement is neither legally nor factually correct.

Vaccines are legally “Unavoidably Unsafe”

Vaccines are legally established as members of a class of products that are “Unavoidably Unsafe” per the 1986 National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act.  This means that vaccines are not able to be made safe for their intended use, and is an open admission that manufacturers concede the argument that the products that they are making will kill some and maim others.  Vaccine makers and proponents sought this status in 1986, in an attempt to gain liability protection from being sued for vaccine damage.  Most of these claims stemmed from the DTP vaccine that was being used at the time, which resulted in a unusually high numbers of reported serious reactions, brain damage, physical disability and death.  They argued that because vaccines did cause serious damage to some, that they needed protection from law suits or they would have to cease the manufacture of vaccines, as they would not be profitable.
They were granted that status and protected from lawsuits, and the Vaccine Injury Compensation Program was established to pay injured Americans directly from a fund paid for by tax dollars.  To date, this program has paid out almost two billion dollars in more than 2500 cases, although most Americans had never heard of it until the Hannah Poling vaccine induced autism case was made public.

This payment program has become, in the eyes of many, an illegitimate process that functions to serve the interests of vaccine makers rather than vaccine injured Americans.  Decisions offered by the program are often more political than scientific, new injuries and new scientific information ruled on by the program are not distributed to medical professionals so that they may learn to better avoid vaccine injury in their next patients, and while the process of compensation was intended to be quick and compassionate, with settlements being paid within one year, they routinely take ten years or more, and the justice department officials who act as the attorneys for the government (who is the defendant in this procedure) treat petitioning families very aggressively as if they are legal adversaries in a process that is supposed to be non-adversarial.

Many have called for senate hearings into the VICP and its abuses, but the plea has as of yet fallen on deaf ears.  I am happy to provide further information on the problems with the Vaccine Injury Compensation Program and refer you to Mainers who are currently (and have spent many years) waiting for their cases to be heard if the committee so desires.

Vaccine interests, including almost all national health organizations renewed their plea to the government that vaccines should remain classified as “unavolidably unsafe” last year in the Supreme Court during the Bruesweitz v. Wyeth case.  Hannah Bruesweitz, now a young adult, suffered a severe neurological regression following the administration of the old DTP vaccine in early childhood.  Her family applied to the VICP and their claim was rejected.  The family then attempted to exercise their right to sue the vaccine maker, Wyeth (now Pfizer), for damages as the 1986 law left the door open to sue vaccine makers AFTER one petitioned the VICP for compensation.  
Vaccine interested argued to SCOTUS that the 1986 law did NOT leave room for the Bruesewitz family to sue them, and further petitioned the court to let them keep their “unavoidably unsafe” status.  

The court found in favor of Wyeth, shutting the door for thousands of families like mine, who received no legitimate legal recourse for having their cases heard as is the basic right of an injured party in the United States.

So this ratifies the experience retold by countless vaccine injured citizens.  Once you receive a vaccine injury, YOU ARE ON YOUR OWN.

Because of this, the only way to avoid the devastation of a vaccine injury for certain, is to choose to say no to a vaccine.
It is disturbing to me that while at the federal level, organizations like AAP and AMA are arguing that their vaccines are “unsafe” to protect themselves from liability, at the state level, those same organizations are claiming that the vaccines should be considered “safe” so that they can gain the right to compel the public to take them.

The organizations opposing these bills cannot have it both ways.  Either the vaccines are “unsafe” and they get protection OR they are “safe” and are free to compel them.

Mainers cannot be put in the position of being told before they get a vaccine that it is “safe” only to be told after a severe reaction occurs, that the vaccine was actually “unsafe” and they have lost their legal rights to bring their case before a jury.

Vaccines are know scientifically to be unsafe for some

It was stated by opponents of these bills during the hearing that there was no research that suggested that vaccines or their component parts like mercury cause serious harm.  This is factually incorrect.  

I am attaching three documents that demonstrate that these claims are false.

1. The list of research demonstrating risk from vaccines and their component parts submitted to the Institute of Medicine by public advocacy group SafeMinds entitled “IOM Vaccine Safety Review Bibliography Additions” and submitted on December 31, 2010.
2. A document entitled “Evidence that vaccines can cause autism” with presents 48 research papers that public health officials either do not know exist or do not recognize that they exist when they make the false claim that there is no research that supports the assertions that vaccines can cause autism.

3. An article I authored entitled “The Dangers of Mercury in the H1N1 Vaccine,” which reviews the known health dangers of mercury completely apart from the autism question.  It reviews brain cell death, immune system impairment, mitochondrial damage, inflammation and heart disease.  Further it documents the fact that despite assurances that the vaccine contains a small amount of mercury, the mercury concentration is so high that it must be treated as hazardous waste material.  Meaning if a mercury containing flu shot about to be injected into a six month old infant is instead accidently squirted on the floor, under Maine law, there must be an immediate evacuation of the area and a HAZMAT team must be called into clean up the spill.  This is true of the H1N1 Vaccine that HHS came close to forcing on all Americans in 2009 and 2010.
With such compelling information that vaccines can and will be very dangerous to some, and that when that damage occurs, victims have no right to bright their case before a jury, surly the state of Maine must protect the rights of its citizens to say no as their conscience dictates.

