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From: MamieGregory[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 6:'19 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed tlie following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

l'here is a growing body of scientilic literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the 
community risk fi'orn such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the f,rrst and ongoing costs 
of'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental healtli is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Poftland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Mamie Gregory 
Lake Oswego, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, cllc"\_l1gçc" 

8127120t2 
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From: Deb Seemann [mail@change.org]
 
Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 6:38 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council,
 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of cotrcernccl citizens, parents, health care care plactitioncrs, organizations, and businesses that 
believe a systemic water fluoriclation progranr should not l¡e implernented withoL¡t pLrblic conseut. 

There is a growirtg body ol'scicntific litelature tllat questions the cornrlunity benefit versus the conrntuuity risk 
lì'om such a systemic int¡rlementatiou of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a fluoridation 
program would be better used l'ot'public outreacll and education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene 
and nutrition. 

'l-opical use of fluoride l'or dental healtll is nore readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to those 
without dental health aÇcess.
 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance
 
without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consellt, and the right to vote on such an important issue.
 

We ask that yoLr allow the people of Po(land the right vote.
 

Thank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should trot be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review and 
vetling. 

Sinccrely, 

'l-hele is still rnLlch research that needs to be done on the potentialtoxicity of flLror'ide ancl its bLrildup ill our bodies. 
There is some evidence that fluoride rnay be hazardous to our health. 'fhere is not substantiated evidence that 
lìuoride evell preveltts cavities. Ilven with fluoride regulally administered, I irr 4 chilclren are entering presclrool 
with at least having one cavity filled. Regular brLrshing and less jLrice and sugary drinl<s for our children is a far 
more effective approach. 

Deb Seemann 
Corbett, Olegou 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition stalted on Change.org, viewable at 

-c]i-t-li Liç:l-c 

8tzt 12012 

http:Change.org
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From: Gregory PressImail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 7.07 Pl{i
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of'the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, healtli care care practilioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridatiori program should not be irnplemented witlioLrt public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientilic literature that qLrestions the community lrenefit versLrs the cornrnunity 
risk lrorn such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs ol'such a 
fluoridation program would be better used l'or public outreach and education regarding dental health, 
inoluding dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of lluot'ide fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of,Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a tliorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizerrs 

Portland should nof be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

I don't want fluoride in Portland's pristine water.
 

Gregory Press
 

Portland, Oregon 

Note: this en,ail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, ç |içli llç:¡-l: 

8t27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:PressImail@change.org
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From: terah varga [mail@change org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 7:35 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the 1'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health cale care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public
 
consent.
 

Tliere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk lì'om such a systemic implementation ol'fluoride. We believe the hrst and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used fbr public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe tl"re entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

terah varga 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, Clçlilfq.Iç 

812712012 
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From: HeidiPannke[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26, 2012 7'.42 P\\A 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I jLrst sigrred the following petition acldressed to Mayor Adanrs and each of the City Coinmissioners. 

We are a coalition of corrcerrred citizens, parents, health care carc ¡rractitioncrs, organizatiorrs, and businesses that 
believe a systemic water fluoridation program shoulcl not be implcrnented without public consent. 

'lllere is a growing body of scientifìc literature that qLrestions the conrnunity benelìt versus the community risk 
froln such a systemic impletnentation o1'fluoride. We believe the first and orrgoing costs of such a flLroriclation 
program would be better r¡sed for public outreach and education regarding dental health, inclLrcling dental hygiene 
and nutrition. 

Topical r¡se of fluoricle for dental health is more reaclily controllable, and could potentially be provided to those 
without dental health access. 

We believethc entire popLrlation of Porlland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal orordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoLrld have tlte right to cousent, and the right to vote on sLlch ar1 impoftant issue. 

We ask that yoLr allow the people of Portland tlre right vote. 

'lhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl shoulcl trot be exposeclto a health related proposal or ordinance without a tholough publio review and 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Flouride is a poisonous treurotoxin that is a hazardous by product o1'the fertilizer industry and has NO place iu 
our pristine water supply. I1'people feelthey need to have floLrride in their diet, let them take tablets or swallow 
their flouride toothpaste. I do NOT want to be forced to consurne flouride needlessly. Thank you 

Heidi Pannke 
Portland, Oregon 

Note:this emailwas sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

!li.l:!-qis 

8t27t2012 

http:Change.org
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From: Brooke VanBuren [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 7:45 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Poftland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comn'rissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health cal'e care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridation program should not be irrrplernented without public
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body of'scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe tl're first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach ancl education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of'fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance witliout a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent. and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that yon allow the people of Portland the riglit vote. 

'Ihank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Brooke VanBuren 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond. Clicls [s:rç 

8t27t20t2 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: Amy Baker [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Sunday, August 26,20127.56 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a ooalition of concerned citizens, parents, liealth care care praotitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water llr-roridation progran'ì should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

l-here is a growing body of scientilic literature that questions the community benefìt versus the community 
risk f'rom sucli a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of'such a 
fluoriclation program would be lretter used 1'or public outreach and education regarding derrtal health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical use o1'fluoride 1'or dental healtli is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance
 
without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to corlsent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people o1'Portland the right vote. 

'l'lrank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sirrcerely. 

Fluoride should be a choice, not forccd on anyone. There is evidence that it is not good l'or us if irrgested­
used on the teetli is mucli better. and even then I want a choice. 

Arny Baker 
Portland, Oregon 

Note:this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, CIçlc*l1q1q 

812712012 

http:Change.org
http:26,20127.56
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: ErikGeschkeImail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 B:10 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic implementation of I'luoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
liealth, including dental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

l'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Erik Geschke 
Portland, Oregon 

Note : this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, çjiçlJ1gq 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:ErikGeschkeImail@change.org
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Parsons, Susan 

From: StaceyPhilipps[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 B:'18 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the fbllorving petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adams anc{ each of the City Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalitioti of'concerned citizens, parents, health cal'c care praclitioners, organizations, and
 
busitiesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not lre irnplemented without public
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the community 
risk from such a systernic inrplernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a 
fluoridatiolj prograln would be better used for public outreach and education regardirrg dental health, 
inclLrding dclltal hygienc and nutlitiorr. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be providecl to
 
those without dental health access.
 

We believe the errtire population of Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or
 
ordinance without a tliorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow tlie people ol'Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition ol' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely.
 

Any rnedication should be administered only after the patient chooses it.
 

Stacey Philipps
 
Portland, Oregon
 

Note: this email was serìt as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respo nd, ç:l |C li . h-e_1ç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:StaceyPhilipps[mail@change.org


Page I of 1 

¡ Ps^ l'" 1"1Tþ{qt¡å*
ù,ü- v {.JParsons, Susan '''-

From: AnsulaPress[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 B:38 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the followirrg petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Conrmissiclners. 

We are a coalition o1'concerned citizens, parents, health care care praclitioners. organizations, and 
businesses tliat believe a systerrric water fluoridation program should not be iniplemented without public 
consenl. 

There is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the cornmunity 
risk from such a systemic implemerrtation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of'surch a 
fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding denlal lrealth, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance witl-rout a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens sliould have the riglit to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition ol' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

I do not warìt to be rnedicated without my consent.
 

Ansula Press
 

Porlland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, s:liç-lr. l¡ç:ru­

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:AnsulaPress[mail@change.org
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From: LeahYamaguchi[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26, 2012 B:40 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

l.just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concenled citizens, parents, health care carc practitioners, organizations, ernd 

businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplenrented without public 
consent. 

J'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community berrefit versus the comrnunity 
risk frorn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs o1'such a 

l'luoridatior-ì program would be better used f'or public outreach and educatior, regarding dental healtli, 
including dental hygierre and nutrition. 

T'opical use o1'fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an ilnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I am a health care providerand have young children. Icare about our health and anr firmly against systemic 
fluoridation. 

l.eah Yarnaguchi 
Portland. Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Charrge.org, viewable at 

respon d, C t j_c lq"-|"¡çrg 

8t27t2012 

http:Charrge.org
mailto:LeahYamaguchi[mail@change.org
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Parsons, Susan 

From: Renee Manly [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 8:46 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlancl City Council, 

I jLrst signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each ol'the City Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalitiorr ol'collcerned citizeus, parerrts, health care care practitiorrers, organizatio¡s, aucl busiuesses t¡at 
believe a systetnic water fluoridation progranl should not be impleurented without pLrblic consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefÌt versus the conrrlunity risk 
from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs o1'such a flLroridation 
pl'ograrn would be better used for pLrblic outreach and education regarding dental health, including clental hygie¡e 
alld nutrition. 

l'opical use of fluoride fordentalhealth is more readily controllable, and could ¡rotentially be provicled to those 
withoLlt dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vettirrg. 

Citizens shoLlld have the right to cousent, and the right to vote on such an inrportant issue. 

We ask that yoLr allow the people of Portland the riglrt vote. 

'l-hank you, 

Coalition ol' Collcented Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review and 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Manclatory medication of the entire city of Poúland and surrounding cities absolutely MTJST be with the consent 
of the people. The nloney being spent on this project could easily be used instead on pro.jects targeting inclivicluals 
that actLrally need fluoride treatureut, with their conseut, and in dosages that are saf'e ancl tailored to thern. 

Renee Manly 
Portland, Oregorr 

Note:this emailwas sent as part of a petition started orr Change.org, viewable at 

cliok het'rr 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: Bette Steflik [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 8:59 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each ol'the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scier-rtific literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding clental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fbr dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided
 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population o1'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Bette Steflik 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, .C-1.çls-"bg.tç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
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From; ShannonBishop[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 9:34 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

[)car l)ortland City Council,
 

I.iust signed the following petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition o{'conoerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
busitlesses that believe a systernic water f'luoridation program should not be irnplemented witliout public
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the cornmr.rnity 
risk from such a systemic implementation of lluoride. We believe the first and ongoirrg costs of such a 
fluoridation pl'ogram would be better used lbr pLrblic outreach and education regarding dental health, 
irrcluding dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical use of fluor"ide for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal clr
 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens sliould have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote.
 

'fhank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

Costs of implementation could be better used for public outreach and empowerment.
 

Shannon Bishop
 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, 
-q.Liç:.k .lH"ç 
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From: Kathleen Sanchez [mail@change.orgj
Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 10:33 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the lbllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parerlts, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefrt versus tlie 
cornmunity risk from such a systernic irnplernentation of fluoricle. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regardir-rg dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use ol-fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable. and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that yor.r allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen Sanchez 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spo nd, Clfqiih,:.:f*c 

812712012 

http:Change.org
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From: Gene Zilberstein [mail@change org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 10:35 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the lollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioncrs, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation pl'ograrn should not be implernented without public
 
consent.
 

l'here is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the comrnunity benefit versus the community 
risk from such a systemic implernentatiorr of fluoride. We believe the lìrst and ongoing costs of such a 

fluoridatiorl program would be better used for public outreach and education regardirrg dental health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of'fluoride f'ordental health is more readily controllable, arrd could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire populatiorr of Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoLrld have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance rvithout a thorough public revier,v 
and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

Portlanders have some of tlie best water in the nation. I)on't poison us!
 

Gene Zilberstein
 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this emailwas sent as part of a petition started on Charrge.org, viewable at 

respond, Cliçk. hqLc. 

812712012 

http:Charrge.org
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From: ThomasSeaman[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 10:37 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and eaclr of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are acoalition of'concerned citizerrs, parellts, health care care practitioners, organizations, ancl
 
businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridation program shourld not be implemented without public
 
consent.
 

l'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus tlie comrnur.rity
 
risk from suoh a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the l'irst and ongoing costs of sucli a
 
fluoridation program would be lretter used for public outreach and educatiorr regarding dental health,
 
including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride forderrtal health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a llealth related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vettirrg. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow tlre people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public revier,v 
and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

Sodiurn lrlouride is toxic, please do not put it in the water!
 

Thomas Seaman
 
portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part ol'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re s po n d, ç:1.1,ç. Lt_hgp 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:ThomasSeaman[mail@change.org
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From: JasmineAlbert[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 10:51 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each o1'the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses tliat believe a systernio water fluoridatiorl program should not be implemented without pLrblic 
consent. 

'l"here is a growing body of scientif ic literature that questions the community benefìt versus the cornmurrity 
risk fiom such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of'such a 
fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental health, 
irrclucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witl'rout a thorough pubtic review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I need liealthy water 

Jasmine Alberl 
portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re s po trd, çJ 
j Cl1_h-qç 

8t27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:JasmineAlbert[mail@change.org
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1856LHFrom: EmilySunderman[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 1 1:26 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the l'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health oare care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water f'luoridation prograrn should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientilic literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including clental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should liave the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of'Portlancl the right vote. 

l-hanl< you. 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Emily Sunderman 
portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spo nd, CLiç"ls__bSlç. 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:EmilySunderman[mail@change.org
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Sent; Sunday, August 26, 2012 9:43 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the l'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarrrs and each of the City Comnlissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, healtlr care oare practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridation prograrrì should not be implemerrted without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the corrrmunity benefit versus the commurrity 
risk frorn such a systemic implernentation o1'fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a 
fluoridation program would be better used fòr public outreach and education regarding derrtal health, 
inclLrding dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use o1'fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health âccess. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a healtl'r related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vettirig. 

Sincerely, 

As a physician, I arr very concerned about fluoride entering tlre body orally and the possible health 
consequences fì'om it. 

Louise'ì'olzrnann, ND 
Portland, Oregorr 

Note :this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, .ClçlstUq 

812712012 

http:Change.org
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From: Tim O'Neal [mail@change org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 10:18 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each ol'the City Conimissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented witliout public
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of íluoride. We believe the fìrst and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used lbr public outreach and education regarding derital 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable. and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a tliorougli public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition ol' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should uot be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Tim O'Neal 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, Cj1çlS_lpig 

812712012 

http:Change.org
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From: SarahAugustine[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 10:49 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of tlie City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, ancl 
businesses tl-rat believe a systetnic water fluoridation program should not be implen-rented without public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body o1'scientilic literature that questi<lns the community benelìt versus the 
comtnuuity risk frorn such a systeuric implementation of'fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used l'or public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow tlie people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Augustine 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was seut as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, cl¡ç].i.þ1e 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:SarahAugustine[mail@change.org


Page 1 of I 

Parsons,susan trtrHfiÏ"# 
From: JoshScofield[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 1 1;01 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just sigr-red the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Corrmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented witliout public 
conscnl. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
liealth, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable. and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental heaÌth access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough publio review and vetting 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and tl're right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Josh Scofield 
Portland. Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, qüClsltgt"ç 

8127/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:JoshScofield[mail@change.org
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From: LaraHaehle[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 1 1.18 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the lòllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifìc literature that que stions the community benef,rt versus the 
community risk fi'om such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the Iìrst and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, includir-rg dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Lara l{aehle 
13eaverton, Oregon 

Note: this email was setrt as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, C]içlS_hgç 

8/2712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:LaraHaehle[mail@change.org
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From: MarjorieMarchantImail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 1 1:43 AM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

I)ear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the followir-rg petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parelìts, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientilllc literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
community risk fiom such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridatiorl program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
healtl'r, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental liealth is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issuc. 

We ask that you allow the people ol'Portland the right vote. 

'ììhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Marjorie Marchant 
I-lillsboro, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, Cüç"libSfç" 

8t27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:MarjorieMarchantImail@change.org
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From: CathrinMuellerImail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 12:28 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the lollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water l'luoridation program should not be implemented without public
 
consent.
 

'Ihere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community beneht versus the 
community risk 1ì'om such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used lòr public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

1'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be providecì 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote ol.l such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinanoe without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Cathrir-r Mueller 
Portland , Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, Cl i.ç"Ìi. ltg¡:ç 

8t27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:CathrinMuellerImail@change.org
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From: sabiahsogard[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 12'.29 pM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the 1'ollowirrg petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each ol'the City Co¡rrnissioners. 

We are acoalition of concertred cifizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should nclt be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

T'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community be¡efit versus the community
risk froln such a systernic impletnentation of fluoride. We believe the lÌrst arrd ongoing costs of such a 
fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach an<J eclucatiorr regaiclinf dental heah¡,
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fordental health is more readily oontrollable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a healtl'r related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance withoul a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Irlouride calcifies the pirreal gland. I would like to retain a healthy pineal gland. 

sabiah sogard 
POIìTLAND, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

res po nd, ç:l i çl"q ..h-qlç 

8/27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:sabiahsogard[mail@change.org
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From: Nancy McAuliffe [mail@change.orgj 
Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 12.48 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the 1'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comn-rissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented witliout public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
comtnunity risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and ongoing costs 
of such a fluolidation program would be better used for public outreach and eclucation regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental healtli is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy McAulilfe 
Lake Oswego, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change .org, viewable at 

re spond, .qit ç-kj1il g 

8127120t2 
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From: PaulaFisherImail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 1:39 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of coucerned citizens, parents, health care care practitior-rers, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systetnic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benef.rt versus the 
community risk frorn such a systetnic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used f'or public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, inoluding dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provi<1ec1
 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow fhe people of Portland the right vote . 

fhank you, 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Paula Fisher 
Tigard, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, Cliçli*h_qtg 

8t27/2012 

http:Change.org
http:benef.rt
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From: Beth Hahn [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 1:55 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of'cotrcerned citizens, parents, health carc care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientilic literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comnunity risk fiom such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing cclsts 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used fbr public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use of fluoride f'or dental health is more readily controllable. and could potentially be provided
 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a fhorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I have chemical sensitivity and cannot tolerate fluoride. My doctor has told me to avoid it. No water 
filter will remove it. Only reverse osmosis will remove it, and RO is expensive, cumbersome, dil'l'rcult to 
maintain, and wastes water. The city is opening thcmselves to liability by forcing this on people who 
cannot tolerate it and have been told by their cloctors to avoid it. Iìeverse osmosis will take care of 
drinking water, but it remains in water we use to bathe in. We absorb a certain amount through our skin. 
There is currently no technology that will remove it fì'om water usecl to bathe, water our gardens, etc. All 
this leads to accumulation of fluoride in the body. 

Beth Ilahn 
l)ortland, Oregon 

8127/2012 

mailto:mail@change.org
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From: MarleneKelleyImail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 2:08 pM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

l)ear Portland City Council, 

I .iust signed the fbllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each ol'tlie City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of coucerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses tliat believe a systemic water fluoridation pl'ogram sl-roulcl not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body ol'scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
community risk l'rotn such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoi¡g costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding rlèntal 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided
 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to \¡ote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Marlene Kelley 
Ileaverton, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spond, "q:lç¡i}sì.Lq 
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From: CaraOrschelnImail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 2:19 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridation program should trot be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body o1'scientifìc literature that questions the community benelllt versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic implementation ol'fluoride. We believe the first aud ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'I'opical use of fluoride 1'or dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Cara Orscheln 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part ol'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, çl"tçlil_qru 
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http:Change.org
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From: Kundalini BennettImail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 2.41 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Council, 

I.iust sigrred the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

"l'here is a growing body of scientific literature tliat questions the cornmunity benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough publio review and vetting. 

Citizens sliould have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witl-rout a thorough public 
review and vetting, 

Sincerely, 

Kundalini Bennett 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spoud, c,Lç"li-h_q¡"c 

8/2712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:BennettImail@change.org
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From: ErikOverson[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 2:58 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland Clity Council, 

I.f ust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Comn-rissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefil versus the 
community risk from such a systernic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of sucli a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Erik Overson 
portland, Oregon 

Note: tliis enlail was sent as part of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 

re s p o ud, Cl_i"qli..hs"fq 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:ErikOverson[mail@change.org
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From: stefansenna[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 2:53 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the lòllowing petition addressed to MayorAdams and each ol'the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations. and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
oonsent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientil'ic literature that questions the community benefìt versus the conrmunity 
risk l'rorn such a systemic implernentation of'l'luoride. We believe the frrst and ongoing costs ol'such a 

flLroridation prograÍn would be better used lbr public outreach and education regarding dental health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use ol'fluoride 1'ordental health is more readily controllable, and could poterrtially be provided to 
those without dental liealth access. 

We believe the entire populatiorr of'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to oonsent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the peoplc of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a lrealth related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public revierv 
and vctting 

Sincerely, 

My health. F'luoride is toxic and we as individuals must lrave the right to determine what is in our drinking" 
slrowering, cooking, etc.. water. 

stefan senna 
portland, Oregorr 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, "C.tçLfligfç 

8t27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:stefansenna[mail@change.org
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From: SiaHaralampus[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 3:41 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.ir-rst signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each ol'the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernented witl-rout public 
consent. 

l'here is agrowing body of scientilìc literature that qr"restions the community benehtversus the 
cotnmunity risk fiom such a systernic implementation of lluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use of l'luoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or
 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the riglit to vote on such an important issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote.
 

Thank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens
 

Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a tlrorough public
 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Sia Ilaralarnpus 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was seut as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, Cj_rclt ltuç_ 

8/2712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:SiaHaralampus[mail@change.org
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From: DebbieRichman[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 3:54 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I,iust signed the followirrg petition addressed to Mayor Aclams and each of'the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition o1'concerned citizens, parents, hcalth care care practitioner"s, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridatiorl program shoulcl not be irnplernented without public 
consent. 

l-here is a growing body of scientilic literature that questions the community benefit versus the community 
risk 1'rom such a systemic implementation of'l'luoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs o{'such a 

l'luoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental health, 
iricluding dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of'lluoride l'ordental liealth is more readily conlrollablc. and cor¡ld potentially be provided to 
tliose without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that yor"r allow tlie people of Portland the light vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance withou¡t a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

It sounds expensive and I am not certain ftrrcing fluoride on the entire popLrlation is best.
 

Debbie Richman
 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: tliis email was sent as part of a petition started on Clrange.org, viewable at 

respond, ç: I iç:[ hc:t_c: 

812712012 

http:Clrange.org
mailto:DebbieRichman[mail@change.org
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From: TodElliott[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 4:54 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust sigrred the lollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each ol'ttie City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitiorrers, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrn should not be irnplemented witliout public
 
consent.
 

There is a growirrg body of scientifìc literature that questions the community benel'rt versus the community 
risk f'rom such a systernic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoirrg costs o1'such a 
fluoridation program would be better used l'or public outreach and educatiorr regarding dental healtli, 
irrcluding dental hygiene and nutrition. 

1'opical use of'fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to conserlt, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that yor-r allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l-hanl< your, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health relaled proposal or ordinance withourl a thorough pLrblic review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

I doli't want to be poisoned through the water supply, lt is.jr-rst another way to destroy our health.
 

Tod Elliott
 
Portland, Oregon
 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond,,qliCk .l rc:¡"C 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:TodElliott[mail@change.org
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From: Kenneth Vincig Vincig [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 4;18 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Conrrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, liealth care care practitioners, organizations, an<J 

businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridatiorl program should not be implemented witlioLrt pLrblic 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benelìt versus the cornmunity 
risk fi'orn such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a 
fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding derital lrealth, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fìrrdental health is rnore readily controllable, and could poterrtially be prorzicled to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe tlre entire populatiorr of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoLrld have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlarrd the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sirrcerely, 

I"lealth and salèty 

Kenneth Vincig Vincig 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: tl'ris email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, "qj.iç-li !:gi:l:_ 

8/2712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: BillNovotny[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 5:10 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Poftland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

l)ear Portland City Council, 

I-iLrst signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerued citizens, paretrts, health care carc practitioners, olganizations, and lrusillesses that
 
believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be inrplemented without public coltsent.
 

'I'here is a growing body of scientif ic literature that qLrestions the cornrnunity benefit versus the con.ln.lunity risk 
1l'om such a systetric implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs o1'such a flLroridation
 
program woLlld be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental health, includiug dental hygiene
 
and nutriti<ln.
 

l'opical use o1'fluoride for dental health is rnore reaciily contlollable, and could potentially be provided to those
 
without clental health access.
 

We believe the entire population o1'Portland shoL¡ld not be ex¡rosed to a health re lated proposal or ordinallce 
without a thorough public review arrd vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irrportant issue. 

We ask that yoLr allow the people of Porlland the right vote . 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough pLrblic review and 
vettiug. 

Sincerely, 

F'irst, the sneaky way they are going aboLrt this.
 
Who is sponsorittg these'coucerned citizens 1'or fluoride'and who paid for the commercials.
 
Most of the research they are qLroting from is a decade old, and who paicl for that'research'.
 
F-luoride is a poison and evelything accumulates over time in yoLrr body. 

BillNovotny
 
Portland, Oregou
 

Note:this emailwas sent as part of a petition startecl on CIrange.org, viewable at
 
ìtttp!/ilvrvrv.ch@f rxl-¡¡þ!icr-rcvjew-<if"-pt¡r'l1¿rrcl:il1j!tç1;$Jll¡lj$:!,hA¡4!êtion. To respond,
 
clicli. hcrc,
 

8t2712012 

mailto:�tttp!/ilvrvrv.ch@f
http:CIrange.org
mailto:BillNovotny[mail@change.org
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From: BethGiansiracusa[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 5:17 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Podland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed tlie f'ollowing petition addressed to MayorAdanis and each ol'the City Corrrrnissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health care cal'e practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

l-here is a growing body of'scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the cornmunity 
risk l'rorn such a systemic implerrrentation ol'fluoride. We believe the lirst and ongoing costs of such a 
fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and educatiorr regarding dental health, 
including dental hygierre and nutrition. 

T'opical use of'lluoridc lbr dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially bc provided to 
those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire popr"rlation of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordilrance
 
without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue .
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote.
 

Thank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens
 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review
 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

here is no need to fluoridate the water... just because billy.iurnps from the bridge does not me you have to. 
And tnost derrtist do not approve of fluoride in tlie water"... cause it is a poison 

Iletli Giansiracusa 
portland, Oregorr 

Note: this email was sentas partof apetition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spond, Cliç.!"th"çrq 

812712012 

http:Change.org
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From: Andrew Zeutzius [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 5:20 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portlancl City Council, 

I .iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Comniissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water flr-roridation program should not be implemented without public
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used ltrr public outreach ancl education regarding dental 
liealth, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride lor dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens sliould have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a liealth related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Zeut'zius 
Portland, Olegon 

Note: this email was sent as part ol'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, c.l|A"lÍå$q 

8127/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: MelissaHerring[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 5:3'l PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used lòr public outreach and education regarding dental 
hcalth, including der-rtal hygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health lelated proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the rigl-rt vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Melissa Iìerring 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, CliciJ:Stç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:MelissaHerring[mail@change.org
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From: marilyn mitchell[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 5:46 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and eacli of the Cit1,6,rtlllrissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systenic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

Tliere is a growing body o1'scientifìc literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic implementation ol'fluoride. We believe tlie first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used l'or public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe tlie entire population ol'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that yor"r allow the people of Portland tl-re right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

marilyn mitchell 
portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as paft of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, c|tçÅåu_ç_ 

8t27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mitchell[mail@change.org
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From: JJanineMcFall[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 5:30 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the I'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each o1'the City Corlrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of'co¡lcerned oitizens, parents, health care care practitioners, olganizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrî should not lre implemented witliout public 
corìsent. 

There is a growing body o1'scientific literature tliat questions the comrnunity benelit versus the conrmunity 
risk I'rotn such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We lrelieve the fìrst and orrgoing costs of'such a 
fluoridation prograÍn would be better used for public outreaolr and education regarding dental health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use o1'fluoride fordental health is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without derrtal health access. 

We believe tlie entire popLrlation of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should liave the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an inrportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people ol'Portland the right vote. 

'l-hank you, 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoLrld not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public revicw 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I have fi'iends and f'anrily that live in Portland who would be adversely eff.ected by the addition of fluoride to 
tlie drirrking water. 

JJanine McFall 
Canby, OR, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spo n d, gl-t çii_ Llcl_ç­

8t27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:JJanineMcFall[mail@change.org


Page I of I 

Parsons, Susan åffi5ffiåg 
From: JeanLandes[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 6:05 AM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health oare care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented withoLrt pLrblic
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the cclmrnunity 
risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and orrgoing costs ol'such a 
fluoridatiort program would be better used for public outreach and education regardirrg dental health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use of fluoridc lòrdental health is more readily controllable, and could poterrtially be provided 1cl 

those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire popr.rlation of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or
 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have tlle right ro corlsent, and the right to vote on such an important issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote.
 

Thank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens
 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witliout a thorough ¡rr,rblic review
 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

children's health & wellbeing, right to know, right to choose 

Jean Landes 
Braverton, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respo nd, ç: l.i_Cj-t h_c_tç 

8127/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:JeanLandes[mail@change.org
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From: malikasmaini[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26, 2012 B:09 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of tl-re City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parellts, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions tlre community benefit versus the 
community risk lì"om such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and ongoing costs 
ol'such a f luoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarcling dental 
health, including dental liygiene and nutrition. 

T'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be providecl
 
to those without dental healtli access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

rnalika smaini 
Tigard, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

lespond, CIiCkå_q¿.ç. 

8/27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:malikasmaini[mail@change.org
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From: Callie Bell [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 8.20 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .iust signed the followir-rg petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of'the City Commissioners. 

'We 
are a ooalition of concerned citizens, parents, liealth care cal'e practitioners, organizations, and 

businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation progl'am should not be irnplernented without public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benelit versus tlie 
comtnunity risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We bclieve the f irst and ongoing costs 
o1'such a lluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and eciucation regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

1'opical use of lluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provicÌed
 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Callie llell 
Gresham. Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, dtuj< lfqrq 

8t27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: CarolynClark[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 B'.24 AM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just sigrred the 1'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each ol'the City Cornn-rissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systetnic water fluoridation program should not be implemented rvithoLlt pubtic
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body of'scientifÌc literature that questions the community benefit versLts 1he conrmunity 
risk fì'oni such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs ol'such a 
fluoridation program would be better used l'or publio outreach arrd education regarding dental healtli, 
including derrtal hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of'fluoride fordental health is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough pLrblic review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to conserrt, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We asl< that you allow the people ol'Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting, 

Sincerely, 

After studying l'luoride for 47 years I am anxious to be l'ree to choose. J'here are alternatives i.e. takirrg 
fluoride in tablet l'orm 1'or those so inclined. 'l'hank you. 

Carolyn Clark 
Lake Oswego, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Charrge.org, viewable at 

re spond, gfi*Clt_þçfç: 

8/2712012 

http:Charrge.org
mailto:CarolynClark[mail@change.org
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From: Camille Gifford [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 B:29 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland Cily Council, 

Ijust signed the fbllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizerrs, parents, health care care practitionels, organizations, an<l 

businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridatiori program should not be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literatr-rre tliat cluestions the community benelìt versLrs the contnrunity
 
risk frorn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the Iìrst and ongoing costs of such a
 
fluoridation program would be better used fbr public outreach and education regardirrg dental lrealth,
 
inclLrding dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

'fopical use of fluoride 1'or dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided fo 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire popLrlation of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens sliould have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask tlrat you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalitior-r of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witllout a thorougli public review 
and vetting. 

Sirrcerely, 

Why take away our right to choose whether we want chemicals in our water or not? 

Camille Gifïord 
Lake Oswego, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part o1'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

res po nd, .ç:l.tç-!,i.. h-qf¿ 

8t27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: Tana Kuntz[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 9:20 AM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams ancl each of the City Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public
 
consent.
 

'i'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefrt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
ol'such a fluoridation program would be betterused forpublic outreach ancl education regarding dental 
healtli, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or
 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlarid the right vote.
 

'fhank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Tana Kuntz 
PORI'I.AND, Oregon 

Note : this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change .org, viewable at 

respond, djçli"ltçzu 

812712012 

mailto:Kuntz[mail@change.org
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From: AllenClark[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 9;11 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlarrd City Council, 

I-jusf signed the l'ollowing petition adclressecl to Mayor Adams and each of the City Conrlrissioncrs. 

We are a coalition of concelnecl citizens, parents, health cale care ¡rractiliorrers, organizations. ancl businesses that 
believe a systenric water'fluoridation program should not be irnplemented without public cousent. 

There is a grclwing body of scientific literature that questions tlre coururunity benefit versus the community risk 
l'rom such a systernic irtrpleurentation of fluoride. We believe the first aucl ongoing costs of such a fluoridation 
program woL¡ld be better used lòr public outreach and education legarding dental health, including dental hygiene 
and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluot'icle for clental health is urore readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to those 
without dental health access. 

We believe the entire populatiou of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to cousent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that yoLr allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

Thanl< you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposeclto a health relatecl proposalor orclinance without a thorough public review and 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

ìjven il'soureone agrees with fluoridatiorr, doing it in this way is uncontrolled. Some people clou't dink enouglr 
watel', while others drink much urole than average. And yoLr don't know how nruch they are getting if they brush 0­
3+ times/day... If you want to give people wlro can't afford fluoride, give vouchers so they can get how nruch they 
need and not l'orce it on the marry who already get enough, or too uruch. 

Allen Clark 
Canby, Oregon 

Note: this email was serrt as palt o1'a petition started ou Change.org, viewable at 

-e-[ç:k !rcrc 

8t27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:AllenClark[mail@change.org
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From: Marion NeweyImail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 9:39 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the following petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornniissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concenled citizens, parents, liealth care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systernic water lluoridation progran-ì should not be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scierrtific literature that questions the community benefit versus tlie conrmunity 
risk frorn such a systernic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe tlie first and ongoing costs o1'such a 
fluoridatioll program would be better used 1'or public outreach and education regarding dental health. 
including dental hygiene alld nutrition. 

'l'opioal use of fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to
 
those without dental health acoess.
 

We believethe entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal orordinance 
without a thorough public review and vettirrg. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people ol'Portland tlie right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoLrld not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Tlie cost outweighs the benefits which in this case is involuntary exposure to a poison. If'this can-rpaign 1'or 

opposition to fluoride in Poltland, perlraps we may get it removed l'rom this area. 

Marion Newey 
Warren, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on change.org, viewable at 

respond, "C["Clfj:p_lç 

812712012 

http:change.org
mailto:NeweyImail@change.org
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From: candidaferraiolo Imail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25, 2012 B:40 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation progran'ì should not be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic implementation of l'luoride. We believe the first and origoing costs 
of such a l'luoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding der-rtal 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould uot be exposed to a liealth related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

candida fbrraiolo 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 

re sp ond, C]i_CJ¡þC"t"ç. 

81272012 

http:Change.org
mailto:Imail@change.org
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From: PaolaDennis[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 9.33 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .just signed the I'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornmissioners. 

We are acoalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses tliat believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
community risk frorn such a systenric implementation of fluroride. We believe the lìrst and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene ar.rd nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental healtl-r is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow tlie people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlanci should not be exposed to a liealth related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Paola Dennis 
Porlland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change .org, viewable at 

re sp o nd, Cliçj:"!"qtp 

8t27/2012 
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From: Gibran Ramos [mail@change org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 10:00 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject; Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the lòllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parellts, health aare care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientilic literature tl'rat questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of'such a fluoridation program would be better usecl for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental healtli is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the riglit to oorìsent, and tlie right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the riglit vote. 

'['hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Gibran Ramos 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, Clþ11[grç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
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From: WinterHarvey[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,201210:02 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I-lust sigrred the followirrg petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of'the City Conrnrissioners. 

We are a coalition o1'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water flLroridation progran'ì should not be irnplemented without public
 
conscnt.
 

'['here is a growirrg body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the community 
risk fionr such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the lìrst and ongoing costs of such a 

fluoridatiorl program would be better used f'or public outreaclr and education regarding dental health, 
including dental liygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical r¡se o1'fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could poterrtially be provided to 
those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposalor ordinance
 
without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an impoftant issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote.
 

T'harrk you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens
 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposaI or ordinancc without a thorough public review
 
and vettirrg. 

Sincercly, 

We all have a choice about what foods we put put into our bodies, but we only have one water source. We 
should not be l'orced to consunre flr-¡oride. 

Winter Ilarvey 
Portland, Oregon 

Note:this email was sent as part o1'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spo n d, C"[ç1"t*h"ç1ç: 

8/27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:WinterHarvey[mail@change.org
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From: Judith V andervort [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Saturday, August 25, 2012 10:'10 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of tlie Cìity Commissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concernecl citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

'Ihere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
o1'such a fluoridation prograln would be better used fbr public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use ol'fluoride fordental l-realth is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Judith V andervort 
Canby, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, c]i ç]!. "ll *_q 
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http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org


Page 1 ol'l 

Parsons, Susan 18561ä 
From: Judith Beck[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,201210:13 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the l'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each ol'the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition o1'concerned citizeus, parellts, health care carc practitiorrcrs, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln sliould not be irnplemented without putrlic 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benelìt versus the cornrrunity 
risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs ol'such a 
fluoridation program would be better used 1'or public outreach and education regardirrg dental health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride 1'or dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provicled to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire popirlation ol'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have tlre right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

It is totally UNDtjMOCRAI'lC to force people to drink drugs in their water without their l'Lrlly inlbrmed 
consent! 

.ludith Beck 
Portland, Idaho 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respo rr d, C"[C.lS.ltg¡f: 

812712012 

http:Change.org
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From: Starr Thompson BSDH 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 10:'19 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

l.just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus thc 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of flr-roride. We believe the hrst and ongoing costs 
of'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarcling dental 
healtli, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the riglit to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of Concemed Citizens 

Poflland should not be exposed to a liealth related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Starr Thonpson BSDII, IìDII 
Tigard, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re s p o nd, ç"Ll"qls"!"qr:ç 
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Parsons, Susan 

From: Fatima ZennerImail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 11:01 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .iust signed the followir-rg petition addressed to Mayor Adams ancl eacl'r ol'the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

'l'liere is a growiug body of scientilic literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
oommunity risl< from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and ongoing costs 
ol'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach ancl education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those witliout dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have tl-re right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that yor,r allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Fatima Zenner 
Tigard, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spond, C Ltç*ls _lxfq 
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Parsons, Susan 

From: JudyMorse[mail@change.org] 

$ent: Saturday, August 25,20121'1:26 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signcd thc following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each ol'the City Corrrrrrissiorrers. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioner"s, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrn should not be irnplernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community berrefit versus the commurrity 
risk from such a systemic implemeritation o1'fluoride. We believe the lirst and ongoirrg costs of such a 

fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use 01'f'luoride lòrdental health is rnore readily controllable, and coulcl poterrtially be provided to 
those withor¡t dental health access. 

We believe the entire popr-rlatiorr ol'Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review arrd vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people ol'Portland the right vote. 

'Ihank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be cxposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vettirrg. 

Sincerely, 

Medication should not EVIIR be put in everyone's drinking water especially when the medication easily 
accesible to anyone who wants it. 

Judy Morse 
Beaverton, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, ç [i"ç]S,-1"¡p"tg 
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From: Laura Fletcher[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 11:11 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council. 

l.just signed the f.ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and eacli of the City Comnrissioners. 

We are a coalition o1'collcerned citizens. parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, ancl br¡sinesses 
that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrll slioLrld not be inrplenrented without public consent. 

'l"here is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions the community benefìt verslls the community risk 
lì'otn such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We lrelieve the lìrst and orrgoing costs of such a fluoridation 
program would be better used lòr pLrblic outreach and education regarding dental health, inclLrding dental 
hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fbr dental health is rrore readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to those 
without derrtal health access. 

We believe the entire popLrlation of Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinarrce 
rvithout a thorough public review and vettirrg. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l-hank yoLr, 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review and 
vetting. 

S incerely, 

I believe that we should be able to vote on suolr a ma.ior change to our water. I also believe that drinking water 
should not be used to deliver medical or dental cheniicals to the public when alternatives are available. 

l-aura F lctcllcr 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part o1'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

clicl< lrclc 
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From: JoyceFerrier[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Sunday, August 26,2012 12:20 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Porfland City Council, 

I.just signed the followirrg petition addrcssed to Mayor Adams and each ol'the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parerrts, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation progran'ì should not be implemented without pLrblic 
consent. 

There is a growirrg body of scientific literature that questions thc cornrnurrity bcnefit versus the conrmunity 
risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe tlie first and ongoing costs of'such a 

fluoridation prograrî would be better used f'or publio outreach and educatiorr regarding dental health, 
inclLrding clental hygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical use ol'fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be providcd to
 
those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population o1'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l''hank yoLr, 

Coalition of Conoerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinarrce witl-rout a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I am concerned about the side effects ol'consumirrg lìouride for rny daughter and everyorre else that is 
chernical sensitive and even 1'or those who aren't chentical sensitive. 

.loyce lrerrier 
'figard, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respo n d, C-l"tgli_"|¡Uç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:JoyceFerrier[mail@change.org
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From: blythepavlik[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 1.50 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the l.ollowing petition addressed to MayorAdams and cach of'the Clity Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care cal'e practitioners, organizations, and businesses 
that believe a systemic water lluoridation program should not lre irnplemented without public consent. 

Tliere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions tlie community berrefit versLts the community risl< 
from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a f'luoridation 
program would be better used lòr public outreach and education regarding dental health, including dental 
hygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical use ol'fìuoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to those 
withoLrt dental health access. 

We believe the entire popLrlation of'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinancc 
withor-rt a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have tlie right to conserlt, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow tlie people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition o1'Concerned Citizens 

Portlarrd should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance withoLrf a thorough public review and 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Because fluoridc is a neuro toxin. l'liis Orwellian. If'some people want fluoride, buy a bottle fi'orn the store or 
grant bottles to low-income areas (though they are working on nrisinformatiorr) - don't furce allof us to ingest a 

known toxin. 

blythe pavlilc 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change,org, viewable at 

click hclc 

8127/2012 

mailto:blythepavlik[mail@change.org
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From: jamesthompson [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 2'44 Pl\A 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the fbllowing petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are acoalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
busiuesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without pLrblic 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community berrefit versLrs tlie cornmunity 
risk l'rom such a systernic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs ol'such a 
fluoridatioll prograÍn would be better used for public outreach and education regardirrg dental liealth, 
irrch-rding dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical tlse of fluoride lordental health is rnore readily conlrollablc, and could poterrtially be providecJ to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population o1'Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough purblic review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that yor-r allow the people of'Portland the right vote. 

'l-hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

i grew up with flr-loridated water. i ended r-r¡r with above average number of fillings and stained teeth! 

jarnes thompson 
portland, Oregon 

Note: tliis email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

res pond, .c:l i C]s*hc"lç 

8t27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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Parsons, Susan 

From: SusanGlosser[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 3.26 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I jLrst signed the fbltowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns atrd each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitiorrers, organizations, ancl 

businesses that believe a systernic water l'lLroridation program shoLrld not be inrplemented without public 

consent. 

T'liere is a growirrg body of scientific Iiterature that questions the community benefit versus the comtnunity 

risl< f¡om such a systerlic irnplementation ol'fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a 

fluoridation program would be better used l'or pLrblic outreach and education regarding derital healtlr, 

inclLrding clerrtal hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride f'ordental health is nrore readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 

those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordin¿rnce 

without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizerrs should have the right to corìsent, and the riglit to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'Ihank you, 

Coalition of' Concer¡red Citizens 

portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public revieu' 

and vetting. 

S incerely, 

potential health and environmental risks of lluoridation are sigrrif-icant and have not been sr.rfficiently 

addressed. 

Susan Closscr 
Portland, Oregon 

Note:this email was sent as part ol'a petitiorr started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spond, C]iç.li,ltgrc. 

812112012 

http:Change.org
mailto:SusanGlosser[mail@change.org
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From: AliciaPolacokImail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 3:31 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition 01'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

Tl-rere is a growing body of scientific literature tl-rat questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk lion-r such a systemic implernentation of flt¡oride. We believe tlie first ancl ongcling costs 
of such a lluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding cìental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use ol'fluoride f'or dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that yor-r allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalitiori of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Alicia Polacok 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re sp o n d, Cj iç"_li"lt"U_ç" 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:AliciaPolacokImail@change.org
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From: KurtFosso[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 3:35 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the following petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalitioti of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation progran.ì should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community berrelÌt versLrs the community 
risk froln such a systernic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and orrgoing costs o1'such a 
fluoridatiorl program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of lluoride lor dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those withor"rt dental health access. 

We believe the entire populatiorr ol'Portland should not be exposed to a healtll related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issr.re. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Tharrk you, 

Coal ition ol' Cclncerned C itizens 

Portland should Irot be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thoror,rgh purblic revieu, 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Health. 

Kurt lì'osso 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started orr Change.org, viewable at 

respond, -qljçli ..h"ç::"ç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:KurtFosso[mail@change.org
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From: PeterGold[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 4.14 Pî\A 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of'the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalitiou of concerned citizerrs, parents. health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridatiorl program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of'scientific literature that questions tlie community benefit versus tlie community 
risk from such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the hrst and ongoing costs of'such a 

f'luoridation program would be better used f'or pubtic outreach and education regardirig dental health, 
inch-rding clental lrygiene ancl nutrition. 

T'opical use of fluoride lordental health is more readily controllable, and could poterrtially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposcd to a llealth related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thoror.rgh purblic review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

It's water! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 

Peter Gold 
Porltand, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part ol'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

rcsporrd, ç:,liç:li I tç:t_c: 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:PeterGold[mail@change.org
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From: Jana Throckmorton [mail@change.org]
 
Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 4:21 Pl{i
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council,
 

l.just signed the following ¡lelition addressed to Mayor Adarlrs and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalitiort of concerrred citizens, parents, health care care praclitiorrcrs, orgarrizatiorrs, and br¡sinesses that 
believe a systemic water fluot'iclation prograrr shoulcl not be impleuretrted without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific Iiterature that questions the corlrnunity benefit versus the colnrlunity risk 
l'l'otn sucll a systemic ilnplemelttation of flLloride. We lrelieve the first and orrgoing costs of such a flLroridation 
program would be better r-¡sed for public outreach and education regarding dental health, inclucling dental hygiene 
and nutrition. 

'l'opical use of fluoride for dentalhealth is more readily controllable. and could potentially be provided to those 
without dental health acoess.
 

We believe the entire popLrlation of Portland shoLrld not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance
 
without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens shoLlld have the right to conseut, and the right to vote on suclr an irnportant issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlarrd the right vote.
 

1-hank you,
 

Coalition oí Concenred Citizens
 

Portland should ltot be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance without a thorough public review and
 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I have at¡tointnruue disease. Any flLroride itr rny system is poison. People already suffering from foocl orcheurical 
allergies- which is a growirrg popLrlation- will sLrflèr first. Children rrext. Iìlderly next and then the rest of the 
popLrlation as sooll as they have too nruch gluten or RBST dairy or GMO's, chemical crop spays fi'orn food. 
Please, put a stop to this! We need safe water. 

Jana 'lhrockr.uorton 

Poúlancl, Oregon 

Note:this ernailwas sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

l¡t@li¡1rs/,pqlrlirlr1*lilr-j¿rblic,-LqrË!."¿l-JrQ[!¡_LLd-"y¡tç::*UrpU]fllggt_ld¡riou. To respond, 
ç:It,cli..Lt:,,^l-ç: 

8/27/2012 

mailto:l�t@li�1rs/,pqlrlirlr1*lilr-j�rblic,-Lqr�!."�l-JrQ[!�_LLd-"y�t�::*UrpU]fllggt_ld�riou
http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: KathleenBushmanImail@change.orgj 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 5:59 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just sigriecl the l'ollowing petition a<ldressed to Mayor Aclams and each of the City Conrrnissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
trusinesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
community risk from sucli a systemic implementation o1'lluoride. We believe the fìrst and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation prograrl would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue . 

We ask tl'rat you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witliout a thorough public 
review and rretting. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen Bushman 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, ç.|.i_ç_li lUrC" 

8127120t2 

http:Change.org
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From: BrianKinney[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 4:34 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses tliat believe a systemic water lluoridation program should not be implemented without public
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body of scientilìc literature that questions the cornmunity benelìt versus the cornmurrity 
risk from such a systetnic implementation o1'flr"roride. We believe the first and ongoing costs o{'such a 

fluoridation prograln would be better used for public outreach and education regarcling dental health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluol'ide fordental health is more readily controllable, and oould potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire populatiorr of Portland should not be exposed to a health related ploposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask lhat you allow the people of Portland tlie right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

public consent desired 

Ilrian Kinney 
los angeles, Cal if'orn ia 

Note: this enrail was sent as part of a petition started orr Change.org, viewable at 

respond, "C]_|ç:k hç:¡"ç 

8t27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:BrianKinney[mail@change.org
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From: 	Kathleen Courian-Sanchez [arttoadl@gmail.com] 
Sent: 	Saturday, August 25, 2012 6:02 PM 

To: 	 Moore-Love, Karla; Adams, Mayor; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Saltzman; Commissioner Fish; 
Leonard, Randy 

Subject: CDC dental fluorosis increases due to water fluoridation 

I would like this article to be placed into public record rcgarding the issue of water fluoridation 
proposed lor Portland's water. 

lìrour the CDC website regarding the prevalenoe and severity of'dental lluorosis in the US. 

I3y the 1980s, studies in selected U.S. communities reported an increase in dental fluorosis (4,f), 
paralleling the expansion of water fluoridation and the increased availability of other sources o1' 
ingested fluoride, such as fluoride toothpaste (if swallowed) and fluoride supplements (l¡).'fliis report 
describes the prevalence of dental fluorosis in the United States and changes in the prevalence and 
severity of dental fluorosis among adolescents between 1986-1987 and 1999-2004. 

o Less than one-quarterof persons aged6-4c) in the tJnited States had some lbrm ol dental 
lluorosis. 

. The prevalence of dental fluorosis was higher in adolescents than in adults and highest among 
those aged 12-15. 

¡ Adolescents aged 12-15 itt 1999-2004 had a higher prevalence of dental fluorosis than
 
adolescents aged l2-15 in 1986-1987.
 

Tl-re full report is on this link: 

b.tlp'I':UUw. c;cf c. govinch_sicJata/tj a tabris !!iq!þ5 3, hlnr 

812712012 

mailto:arttoadl@gmail.com
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From: BrianKeith[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 6:08 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the follorving petition addressed to Mayor Adanrs and each ol'the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners. organizations, ancJ businesses
 
that believe a systentic water fluoridation prograrn should not be implemented without public consent.
 

l-liere is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the cornmurrity risk
 
l'rotrr such a systemic intplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a flLloridation
 
program would be better used for public outreach and edLrcation regarding derrtal health, including dental
 
hygiene and nutrition.
 

'l'opical use ol'fluoride lbr dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to those 
without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire popr"rlatiorr o1'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance
 
withoLrt a thorough pLrblic review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have tlie right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Poftland the right vote.
 

'ì-hank you,
 

Coalition ol' Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoLrld not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review and 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Fluoride causes an "allergic" type of'reaction in around l% of tlie people who use it. ìn Portland that wot¡ld 
affect at least 5000 residents who would then have to find water l}om other source or stay sick. We must not 
put things in tlie watel'we slrare, i1'there are those who would suffer l'rorn it. 

Brian Keith 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part ol'a petition started on Cliange.org, viewable at 

cljcli l1q¡c' 

8/27/2012 

http:Cliange.org
mailto:BrianKeith[mail@change.org
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From: Julie Ratcliff[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,20126.17 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the lbllowing petition addressed to MayorAdams and each ol'the City Corrrrlissioners. 

We are a coalition o1-concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, olganizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridation program should not be implenrented without public 
consent. 

There is agrowing body of scientific literaturethatquestions the community benefìt versLts the cornrnunity 
risk from such a systernic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs ol'such a 

fluoridatiorl program would be better usecl f'or public outreach and education regarding dental health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride lbrdental health is nrore readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review arrd vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to corrserrt, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland tlie right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of' Corrcerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposalor ordinancc without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

We have enough drr"rgs in our water. Shou, me how we are worse olïwithout fluoride, until therr stop 
nressing with the water. 

Julie Rafcliff' 
Portland, Oregorr 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

rcspond, cliq\ l$tl: 

8127120t2 

http:Change.org
http:25,20126.17
mailto:Ratcliff[mail@change.org
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From: DeannaDeLong[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 6.17 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cor-nmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented witliont public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the comrnunity benefrt versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the f,rrst and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding clental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of l'luoride l'or dental healtli is more readily controllable, and could potcntially be provi<ied 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlancl the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thor:ough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I)eanna Del,ong 
lleavefton, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, qiiçlilUlg 

8/27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:DeannaDeLong[mail@change.org
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From: SandraStirling[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 6:36 PM
 

To: Moore-Love,,Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City CoLrncil, 

l-iLrst signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adanrs and each o1'the City Cornnrissioners. 

We are a coalitiorl clf corrcerncd citizens, parents, health care care practitioners. orgauizations, and busillesses that 
believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be inrplentented without public consent. 

Therc is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions tlre conrrnunity lrellefit versus the corlrrnurrity risk 
f}om such a systemic implemeutation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and ongoing costs of such a fluoridation 
program woulcl be better used for public outreacll and education regarcling dental health, including clental lrygiene 
and nutrition. 

'ì-opical use of fluoride l'or dental health is nrore reaclily coutrollable, and could potentially be provided to those 
without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Poftland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance
 
without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have tlte right to cousent, and the right to vote on such an important issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote.
 

'l'hank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoLrld not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thoroLrgh public review and 
vetting. 

Sirrccrcly. 

Fluoride is ullsalè to cotrsume internally..just ask the medical profession. Irluoride is in toothpaste ancl that is all 
that is neecled to reduce and eliminate c{ecay. See what [iLrrope has done decades ago. T'hey use fluoridatecl 
toothpaste and do ttot put fluoride in their water becanse it is harmful to oue's health to swallow it!!! 

Sandra Stirling 
Beaverton, Oregorr 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 

,.:licl' hcrc 

8127t2012 

http:Change.org
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From: LeighBunkin[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 6:39 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

Ijust signed the followirrg petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adams and each of tlie City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioncrs, organizations' and 

businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograûì should not be irnplernented without public 

consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the cornmunity berrefit versLls the cornmurtily 

risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and ongoing costs clf such a 

fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarditrg derrtal health, 

including dental hygiene and lrutrition. 

Topical use of fluoricle lbrdental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 

those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 

ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the riglit to conserlt, and the right to vote on such an important issue' 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witliout a thorough prrblic review 

and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

l-liis is criminal to add poisons to our water supply 

Leigli Bunkin 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re s po n d, lj.çli*hç:¡,ç"ç: 

8l2l12012 

http:Change.org
mailto:LeighBunkin[mail@change.org
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From: LaraTribackImait@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:00 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, liealth care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
o1'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding derital 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

1'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided
 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

1'hank y<lu, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Lara Triback 
portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re s p o n d, çJ,içlS_Lr"i.ll_q 

8t27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:LaraTribackImait@change.org
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From: CarrieHaasImail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25, 2012 6:57 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the Ítrllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parelrts, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that c¡uestions the community benef'rt versus the community 
risk {i'orn such a systernic implementation o1'fluoride. We believe the lirst and ongoing costs of such a 
fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental health, 
inclLrdirrg dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'I'opical use of fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health acoess.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or
 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to votc on such an important issue.
 

We ask tl.rat you allow the people of Portland the riglit vote.
 

Thank you,
 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens
 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review
 
and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

hy is this important to you?
 

Carrie I laas
 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition startecl or-r Change.org, viewable at 

respo nd, çJ iak j:lq:i p­

8127/2012
 

http:Change.org
mailto:CarrieHaasImail@change.org
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From: HeidiCluff[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 6:43 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Courrcil, 

I.iust sigrred the l'ollowing petitiori addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comnrissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concenled citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systenric water fluoridation program shoLlld rrot be implemented without public 
consent. 

l-here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the conrmunity berrefit verslrs the commurrity 
risk l'rom such a systemic implementation of flL¡oride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of sucli a 

fluoridation prograrï would be better used for pubtic outreach and education regarding dental health, 
irrcluding dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride 1'ordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believc the entire population o1'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorougli public review and vettirrg. 

Citizens should liave the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We asl< that yoLr allow the people ol'Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thoroLrglr public review 
and vettirrg. 

Sincerely, 

Please don't tal<e away our freedorn! We should be able to choclse for ourselves - not l'orced to ingest 
fluoride! 

I-leidi CIuff 
I)ortland. Orcgon 

Note:this enrail was sentas partof a petition started orr Change.org, viewable at 

respond, 1ìUdi*hgfq 

8/27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:HeidiCluff[mail@change.org
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From; betsy Langton [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:06 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlarrd City Council, 

I-just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each ol'the City Conrnlissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitionels, organizations. and businesses that 
believe a systetnic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the comrnunity benefit versus the courmunity risk 
from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation 
program woulcl be betler used for public or"¡treach and education regarding dental health, inclLrding dental hygiene 
and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is rlore readily controllable, and coulc.l potentially be provicleclto those 
without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland shoLrld not be exposed to a health related proposalor ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vofe on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people o1'Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concenled Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance withoLrt a thorough public revieu, and 
ve1ling. 

Sincerely, 

Il'l want to take fluoride, it is a choice I make. If I want to give it to my children, it is choice I wallt to nralie. I 

believe it is unconstitLrtional to add a chemical with knowu health hazards to pLrblic water because a board of 
politicians have decidecl it is the correct thing to clo. I1 is not government domain to chose what nledication I or rny 
children take . I absolLrtely oppose this rneasure and will do what I can to see that it DOIIS NOI' corne to pass. 

betsy Langlon 
Portlaud, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Chânge.org, viewable at 

"cl.ick "ltc-Ls: 

8/27t2012 

http:Ch�nge.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: KateMarkell[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday,August25,20127:34PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the followirrg petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition o1'concerned citizens, parcnts, hcalth care care practitioncls, organizations, aud 
businesses that believe a systetnic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

J'here is a growing body ol'scientilìc literature that questions tlie conrmunity benefÌt versus the cornmunity 
risk fronr such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the lirst and ongoing oosts o1'such a 
lluoridation program would be better used f'or public outreach and education regarding dental health. 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without derrtal health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on suoh an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the riglit vote. 

1'lrank you. 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a liealth related proposalor ordinance without a thorough public review 
arrd vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I live here and DO NOT want fluoride in my water. I w¿rnt to be able to choose when and how I lluoridate 
rny teeth. 

Kate Markell 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, "qli"çk...[çJç. 

8t27t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:KateMarkell[mail@change.org
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From: MeladeeMartin[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:46 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

l.iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coaliticlr-l of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practifior-rers. organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public
 
consent.
 

l-here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the communify benelìt versus the commurrily
 
risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a
 
fluoridation progrant would lre better used for public outreach and education regardirrg dental l-realtlr,
 
including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

îopical use of 1'luoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a tlrorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask tliat you allow the people of Portland tlre right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition ol' Concerned Citizens 

Portland shor,rld not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
ar-rd vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

Environmerrtal and health concerns regarding the use of a chemical by product of the l'ertilizer industry.
 

Meladee Martin
 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, ç:l¡"ç:li .hç:"t"ç 

8/27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:MeladeeMartin[mail@change.org
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From: ShaylaRogers[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:53 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

f)ear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalitiotr of coucerned citizens, parents, health carc care practiliorrers, organiz-ations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benel'it versus the conrrnunity 
risk liom such a systernic implernentation o1'fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a 

lluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regardirrg derrtal health, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical use of fluoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to conserll, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Ummm. Dul'r. 

Sliayla Rogers 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petitiorr started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, _ql içji .hçtç­

8/2712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:ShaylaRogers[mail@change.org
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From: Tamarah Jane Pringle [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:53 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

l.iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition o1'cclncerned citizens, parents, health care cal'e practitioners, organizatior-rs, ancl 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program shoL¡ld not be implemented withoLrt public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that qr-restions tlìe community benefit versus the corlmunity 
risl< l'rom such a systenric implerneritation of lluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of'such a 
1'luoridatior, program would be better used f'or public outreach and education regarding dental liealth, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'l-opical Llse o1'f'luoride fordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provi<led to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance
 
without a tliorough public review and vettirrg.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Tlrank yoLr, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposalor ordinance without a thorough public review 
arrd vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Portland's water has been pristine and should not be tarrpered with. Fluoride is unnecessary and 
carcinogenic. If people want to supplernent, that's their choice. 

'lamarah Jane Pringle 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part ol'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, c I CJS._hC_tg. 

812720t2 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: KarenBall[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:53 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject; Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlarrd City Council, 

I just signed the f'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and eacll of the City Comrnissioners. 

We ale a coalitiort ol'collcerued citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and busirresses that 
believe a systetnic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented without public collsent. 

l'here is a growing body o1'scientilic literature that qLrestions the corlrnunity benelit versus the cornmunity risk 
from such a systenric itnplementation of fluoricle. We believe the fìrst and ongoing costs of sucll a flLloridatiolr 
program rvould be better used l'or public outreach and educatiou regarcling dental health, including deutal hygiene 
and nutrition. 

T'opical use of flLloride for dental health is rnore readily controllable, aud could potentially be provicled to those
 
without clental health access.
 

We believe the entire popLrlation of Portland should not lre exposed to a health related proposalorordinallce 
without a tlrorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to couseut, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Poftland tlre right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoLrld not be exp<lsed to a health related proposal or orclinance without a thorough pLrblic review ancl 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I read constantly on health issues ancl take every step I can to assure rny health since I arn ul.lir.lsured and cannot 
afforcl it. I wallt to keep fluoride out of rny food. I bLry organic green tea uow, al'ter reading allthe researclr 
showing how much fluoricle is in it with the pesticides ancì l'ertilizers that are being usecl on it. To pul it in the 
water as well when I cannot filter my garden water is crilninal. 

Karen Ball 
Beaverton, Olegon 

Note; this ernail was seut as part of a petition startecl on Clrange.org, viewable at 
ill1l2./rlilYlv"cbatgqrsdçLLt@ieyirûu<utl¿r¡s!:u.üç¡*"up1|y:firrutclil]1ç1t. T'o respond, 
click hcrcr 

8/21/2012 

mailto:ill1l2./rlilYlv"cbatgqrsd�LLt@ieyir�u<utl�r�s!:u.��*"up1|y:firrutclil]1�1t
http:Clrange.org
mailto:KarenBall[mail@change.org
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From: Kathleen Kay[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:55 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

f)ear Portlarrd City Council, 

I just signed the 1'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care carc practitir,ncrs, orgarrizatiolls, ancl businesses that 
believe a systemic water llr-roridation prograrll shoLrld not be implemented without public coltsent. 

There ís a growing body of scientilìc Iiterature that questions the comrnunity benefit versus the corlrmunity risk 
Íì'om such a systetnic inrplemeutation of flLroride. We believe the lirst and ongoing costs ol'such a fluoriclation 
progranl would lre better used for public outreacll and education regarcling dental health, inclLrding dental hygielrc 
and nutrition.
 

Topical use o1'lluoride for dental health is more reaclily controllable, and coulcl potentially be provided to those
 
withoL¡t dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related ¡rroposal or ordinance
 
withoLrt a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and tlle right to vote on such an inrportant issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people o1'Portland the right vote.
 

Thank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a hcalth relatecl proposal or ordinaltce ivithout a thoroLrgh pLrblic review and 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Fluoride added to our water is not necessary or is it healthy. Start connccting the dots those who have been 
cllosen to rul.l our city coullcil. Your people ale talking to you and they are saying "No" to adding a toxin to thcir 
drinking water. 
Kathleen l(ay 

Kathleen Kay 
Beaverton, Oregorr 

Note: this email was sent as part ol'a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 

.çl-i!ìh l"r.ç:r,ç: 

8t27t2012 

http:Change.org
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From: Beth Schwartz[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,20127'.57 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the ftrllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comniissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parelÌts, health care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systcrnic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body of scientific literature tl-rat questions the community benefit versus the
 
community risk from such a systemic irriplementation of fluoride. We believe tlie l.rrst and ongoing costs
 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used 1'or public outreach and education regarding dental
 
health, inclucling dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided
 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the riglit to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote . 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should uot be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Ileth Schwartz 
West Linn, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part ol'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re s po nd, -qIC"lS _llgtç­

812712012 

http:Change.org
http:25,20127'.57
mailto:Schwartz[mail@change.org
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From: christine maxwell [mail@change org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:58 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Clouncil, 

I.ir"rst sigr-red the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, and
 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernented without public
 
consent.
 

J'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoricle. We believe the first ancl ongoing costs 
of such a 1'luoridation program would be better used for public outreach and educatior-r regarcling dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride f'or dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to oonsent, ancl the right to vote or1 such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

christine maxwell 
portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, çliçLqt¡$ç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
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From: KimberlyKaminski[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 8:10 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each o1'the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition o1'concerned citizens, parents, health oare care practitior-rer"s, organizations, and 
br¡sinesses that believe a systemic water f'luoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of'scientilic literature that questions the community benel=rl versus the comrnunity 
risk l'rom such a systemic itnplementation of fluoride. V/e believe the first and ongoing costs of such a 
fliroridation progralll would lre better used f'or public outreach and education regardirrg dental lrealth, 
includirrg dental liygiene and nutrition. 

'l-opical use of fluoride l'ordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a tlrorougl-r public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the riglrt to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people o1'Portland the right vote. 

'l-hank you, 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould Irot be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public revieq, 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

'fhis issue is inrportant to me because IT'S OIJIì WATEIì! 

Kimberly Kaminski 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part ol'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, ç:Ìi.ç:!i hq::ç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:KimberlyKaminski[mail@change.org
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From: BonnySealImail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25, 2012 B:30 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .iust signed the following petition aclch'essed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concernecl citizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifrc literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systetnic implementation of fluoride. We believe tl-re first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and educatior-r regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue . 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a tliorough pr-rblic 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Bonny Seal 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition startecì on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, c;liçLlU1"ç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:BonnySealImail@change.org
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From: Bill Osmunson DDS MPH [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 8:35 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and cach o1'the City Cornmissioners. 

We art: a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation progran'ì sliould not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions the community benefìt vel'sus the conrmunity 
risk lì'om such a systen'ìic implernentation of lluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a 

flLroridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental health, 
irrcludirrg dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use ol'fl1¡oride 1'ordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people o1'Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vettirrg. 

Sincerely, 

Many are ingesting too much fluoride. V/ithout measured evidence of'current serum or urine fluoride 
concentrations, Portland does not know lrow many are ingesting too much fluoride. 

Bill Osmunson DDS MPII 
Wilsonville, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respo nd, ç"U.df.l:,Ue 
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From: Pam Allen [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25, 2012 6:52 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the following pctitiorr addressed to MayorAdams and eacli o1'the City Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitiorrers, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridatior.ì program should not be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

J'here is a growing body ol'scientific literature that questions the community benelìt versLrs the cornmunity 
lisk from such a systerrric implementation of fluoride. We believe tlle first and ongoirrg costs of such a 
fluoridatior'ì program would be better used fior public outreach and educatiorr regarding dental lrealth, 
including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use of'fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposed to a liealth related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on suclr an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witliout a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Cost to the city, cost to hurnan health, cost to wildlife 

Pam Allen 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition sfartecl on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, 
"ç: liçJi lle¡"ç 
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From: Sara Genta 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:48 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

l.iust signed tlie following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comrrrissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations. and 
businesses that believe a systemic water flL¡oridation pl'ogram sliould not be implemented withourt public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growirrg body o{'scientifÌo literature that questions tlie community benefit versus tlre community 
risk fì'om such a systemic implernentation of lluoride. We believe the fìrst and ongoing costs of'such a 

fluoridation program would be better used fòr public or-rtreach and educatiorr regarding dental health, 
includirrg dental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

'l'opical use of fluoride fòrdental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance withor,rt a thorougl.r public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the riglit to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'lhank you, 

Coalition of' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witliout a thoror"rgh public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

T'hyroid health concerns 

Sara Genta, RN 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: tliis ernail was sent as part of a petition started or-r Change.org, viewable at 

respo nd, 
"li I i Clf h_-e"_Lç 
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Parsons,susan åffiffidjLtr 
From: SpyderCarneol[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 7:56 AM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council,
 

I.iust signed the ltrllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comrnissiorrers. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, Iiealth care care practitioners, organizations, ancl
 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridatior'ì program should not be irnplemented without public
 
consent.
 

There is a growing body of scientific Iiterature that questions the comnrunity benefit versus tlre corrrrnunity 
risk lì'om such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a 
fluoridatioll program would be better used for public outrcach and educatiorr regarding dental health, 
including dental hygierie and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provicled to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire populatiorr of Poúland should nol be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the riglit votc.
 

Thank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens
 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review
 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

'l'here must be public input on this issue that will effect the entire popr-rlation of Portland 

Spyder Cameol 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, c: I il:ly hç:lç: 
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ågm ffi i* trFrom: 	Kathleen Courian-Sanchez [arttoadl@gmail.com] 

Sent: 	Saturday, August 25, 2012 10:09 AM 

To: 	 Moore-Love, Karla; Adams, Mayor; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Saltzman; Commissioner Fish;
 
Leonard, Randy
 

Subject: 	Water Fluoridation-Metropolitan Water District of Southern California Sued 
I would like this article to be placed into public record regarding the issue of water fluoridation proposed 
for Portland's water. 

K-^msçwsR Wæ€æs- \N$fuæå#wmNmw ãrx ffimmñfumc'Kr ffiaw$NNms.xzäæ *Nxsmd $qsx" 
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Guest Arlicle by Jeff Green 
National Director 
Citizens for Safe Drinking WaterWednesday, August 18th,2011 

Alleging willful misrepresentation and deceptive business practices by Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern California, attorneys for citizen/consumers from San Diego, 
Los Angeles and Ventura Counties filed a lawsuit in the public interest of millions of 
consumers in Southern California, citing that MWD of SoCal has made claims of safely
and effectively treating and preventing dental disease in recipient consumers, while 
selecting and delivering a hydrofluosilicic acid drug through their water system that has 
never been approved for safety and effectiveness, nor in the expected dosages 
delivered by MWD through retail water districts, either topically, systemically through 
ingestion, or trans-dermal exposures through baths and showers. 

ln a legal action which may impact the decision-making of water districts across the 
country employing the same practices, the lawsuit filed on August g in U.S. District 
Court, Southern District of California, addresses the Constitutional right of Plaintiffs to 
be free of bodily intrusion from a drug that has not been approved for MWD's intent to 
alter the physical structure and bodily functions to make a person's teeth more resistant 
to the demineralization process of tooth decay without their consent. 

While some consumers may elect to purchase bottled water for drinking, virtually all 
consumers are captive to exposures from baths and showers, as simple filtration and 
most non-commercial methods do not remove the product, resulting in exposures to 
consumers similar to that of medications delivered by seasickness or nicotine patches. 

"This case does not challenge the public policy of fluoridation," states Kyle 
Nordrehaug, attorney for the Plaintiffs. '7f does chaltenge MWD's bait and switch 
tactics of orchestrating statements by them and their down-line distributors of 
water to individual consumers when MWD knew that the actual drug product that 
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they deliver had never had a toxicological study pertormed on the health and 
behavioral effects of its continued use until 2010, much /ess approval for MWD's 
perpetuation of absolute health claims." 

Despite early misrepresentations in the media, MWD of SoCal is not compelled to 
fluoridate its water by the State of California, and the costs of adding the unapproved 
drug are being borne by consumers in the form of rate hikes without water districts 
providing ratepayers clear notice of what the extra costs are for, or obtaining their 
consent. 

The lawsuit's filing clarifies that Congress has established that the U.S. Food and Drug 
Administration is the only government entity with the authority to approve claims of 
safety and effectiveness for products intended to treat and prevent disease, and that 
not only has the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency never had that authority, but in 
19BB abandoned authority for safety standards for all direct water additives, including 
fluoridation chemicals. 

While the Plaintiffs do not seek an award for any physical harm, they do point to 
evidence concerning safety/harm and effectiveness that by law and for consumers' 
protection requires that the product be thoroughly evaluated, and approval given, for 
any claims and MWD's intended health impact, before exposing consumers without 
their consent. 

Plaintiffs point to MWD's misrepresentations and omission of any notice of 
contraindications, government recognition of susceptible populations, and scientific 
evidence of disproportionate harm to children, Latinos, and African Americans, from the 
particular harmful side effects from the hydrofluosilicic acid drug selected by MWD, 
above other forms of fluoride. 

"Thìs lawsuit pushes past the rhetoric and reliance on unaccountable endorsements or 
opinions that usually accompany this subject, and focuses on whether MWD of SoCal 
adds hydrofluosilicic acid to public drinking water in order to treat or prevent dental 
disease, and whether FDA regulates products intended to treat disease, or not, " said 
Jeff Green, National Director of Citizens for Safe Drinking Water and spokesperson for 
the Plaintiffs. 

'7n essence, " continued Green, "the Plaintiffs are saying, 'Don't tell us, or the media, or 
the court how safe it is. Go tell it to the FDA through the evaluation process and get 
approval for the claims for the specific product you deliver, and don't administer it to us 
topically, systemically through our ingestion, or through our skin from our baths and 
showers, without our consent until you do.^' 

üäærulya*g t?zw &wy ¿**t"¿ww t*l 
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Who is being sued? 

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, 
the largest wholesaler of water in Southern 
California, servicing some 1B million consumers 
through retail water districts. 

What are they being sued for? 

Deceptive business practices and infringements on 
consumers' Constitution rights by MWD claiming to 
treat and prevent tooth decay while delrvering a 
substance through five of their facilities that has 
never been approved for such claims for either 
topical applications through oral exposure, 
systemic effects through ingestion, or trans-dermal 
exposures through the skin while bathing and 
showering. 

What Constitutional rights? 

Plaintiffs' rights to be free from bodily intrusion by 
MWD's delivery of an unapproved drug without 
their consent. 

What do the Plaintiffs expect the Court to 
decide (laymen's terms)? 

1) ls MWD adding hydrofluosilicic acid to 
consumers' water supply for the purpose of 
treating or preventing dental disease? 

2) Does Congress and federal law require that 
FDA regulate and perform processes for 
determining approval of substances 
intended to and claimed to treat or prevent 
disease? 

3) Has the hydrofluosilicic acid product used to 
treat or prevent dental disease been 
approved by the FDA for such intent or 
claims? 

4) Has MWD deceptively acted in concert with 
their retailers to conceal from the public 
that the product they have chosen and 
administer has not been approved for its 
intended use, or that at the time of their 
initiating the injection into the consumers 
water supply there were no toxicological 
studies on the health and behavioral 
effects of contlnued use? 

5) Did MWD's deceptive business practices 
conceal evidence of significant differences 
in hydrofluosilicic acid's health effects and 

8t2712012 
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interactions with other elements than other 

forms of fluoride, which would be revealed 
as contraindications, especially for 
susceptible populations, through the FDA 
review process? 

What action do the Plaintiffs expect the court 
to take (in brief)? 

Find: MWD's business practices of 
misrepresentations and omissions of material fact 
to be deceptive; 

Find: MWD's imposing an unapproved drug on 
captive consumers and the general public without 
their consent unconstitutional; and 

lssue: A declaration of relief halting the deceptive 
and unconstitutional practices of selecting and 
using an unapproved hydrofluosilicic acid drug to 
treat and prevent disease without the recipient's 
informed consent. 

How does this case differ from other attempts 
to halt fluoridation? 

This case does not seek to halt fluoridation, nor 
challenge the public policy of water fluoridation. 
The issues addressed are just as important for 
those persons who support water fluoridation as 
those who don't. This case addresses the bait and 
switch activities of MWD to conceal pertinent 
information and use a drug not approved for any of 
the manners of administration that consumers are 
exposed to. Plaintiffs do not make any claim for 
award for physical harm. The harm is denial of their 
Constitutional rights. 

What impact will this case have on other water 
suppliers? 

To the extent that other water suppliers have 
simitarly selected an unapproved drug for their 
purposes and concealed information that is 
pertinent to an informed consumer protecting 
themselves or giving informed consent, the water 
supplier may be encouraged to elect to revisit their 
decision to act in such a manner. 

What about claims by the CDC, EPA and health 
departments that fluoridation is a water issue 
regulated by the EPA? 

EPA gave up all authority over direct water 
additives, including fluorides, in 1988. EPA does 
not have any authority over a substance intended 
to alter the physical structure or bodily functions to 

812712012 
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treat or prevent disease. Only the FDA has the 
authority from Congress to approve a health claim 
of safety and effectiveness. Neither rhetoric, nor 
endorsements, are adequate substitutes for FDA 
approval. 

What about all the claims of safety and 
effectiveness? 

"Don't tell us, or the media, or even the courts Tell 
the FDA through the approval process and don't 
deliver hydrofluosilicic acid to us without our 
consent until you do." 

8127120t2 
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From: miketabor[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 12.15 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I jr"rst signed the l'ollowirig petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parerlts, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, and 
bttsiuesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implementecl without public 
consent. 

l'here is a growing body of scientil'rc literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fr"om such a systeniic irnplementation of'fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a f'luoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, ir-rch-rcling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be providecl
 
to those withor¡t dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or
 
ordinance witliout a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the riglit to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask tl'rat you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

niike tabor 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, C !fq!-h.c,¡:g 

8127120t2 
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From: AlexShivesImail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 12'.29 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I .iust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Con-rmissioners. 

We are a coalition o1'cotlcerned citizer-rs, parents, health cal'c care practitioners, organizations. and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program shourld not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first ancì or-rgoing costs 
of such a fluoridatioll program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of'fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the riglit to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vettir-rg. 

Sincerely, 

Alex Sliives 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spond, C] i"c"ls' h çr-q 
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From: ChrisHenry[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Saturday, August 25,2012 12'.44 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

l)ear Portland City Council, 

ljust signed the f'ollowirrg petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Comrlissioners. 

We ¿rre a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, aud 
businesses that be lieve a systemic water fluoridation progran-ì should not be implemented withouf public 
consenl. 

1'here is a growing body of scientific literature that qLrestions tlre community benefit versus the conrrrrunity 
risk fi'orn such a systemic implerlentation of'fluoricle. We believe the first and ongoing costs of such a 

fluoridatiorl program would be better Lrsed l'or ¡rublic outreach and education regarding dental health. 
including dental hygierre and nutrition. 

Topical use of flL¡oride fordental health is r.nore readily controllable, and could potentially be provicled to 
those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland shoLrld not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to corlsent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that yoLr allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition o1' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public review 
and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I'm puzz.led,.. Are we having an epidernic of cavities and teeth l'alling out ol'people's mouths? Il'people want 
flLroride in their drinking water, let them drink mouthwash. 

Chris I'ìenry 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this emailwas sent as part of a petition started orr Change.org, viewable at 

respond, cliçhJrug 

8/27/2012 
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Parsons, Susan rffs#Ï# 
From: Courtney Scott Imail@change.org] 
Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 2'.17 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.lust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each ol-the City Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridation prograln should not be implemented withor,rt public 
consent. 

l'here is a growing body of scientilic literature that questions the community beneht versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe tlie frrst and ongoing costs 
of such a lluoridation progranì would be better used f'or public outreach and education regarding clental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use of fluoride l'ordental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hanl< you. 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
rcvicw ancl vclling. 

Sincerely, 

Courtney Scott 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as paft of a petition startecl on Change.otg, viewable at 

re spond, glic"\'h-ql"C" 
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From: thomastittleImail@change.org]
 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 2'.23 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signed the lbllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each ol'the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses tliat believe a systetnic water fluoridation program should not be implernented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benelìt vcrsus thc 
community risk from such a systemic implerneutation o1'fluoride. We believe the f irst and orrgoing costs 
ol'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, inclr-rciing clental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for der-rtal healtli is more readily controllable, ancl could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the eutire population o1'Portland should not be exposed to a healtl-r related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should llave the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

-fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a liealth related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

thornas tittle 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, Ci|p.1s.. lKN" 
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From: ninettejones[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 2.25 Pfú 

To; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.iust signeclthe following petition addressecl to Mayor Adams ancl each of the City Coulurissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concenlcd citizcns, ¡larents, health câre carc practitiouers, olgauizations, aud businesses tlia( 
believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrn shoLrld not be implernented without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the comrnunity risk 
from such a systemic implemeutation ol'fluoride. We believe the first and orrgoing costs of'such a lluoridation 
program woLrld be better used for public outreach and cclucation regarding dental health, inclLrcling dental hygienc 
allcl nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride lòrderrtal health is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to those 
without dental health access. 

We believe tlre entire population of Portland shoulcl not be exposecl to a health related proposal or ordinance 
withoLrt a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such au important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concenled Citizells 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thclroLrgh pLrblic review and 
velting. 

Sirrcerely, 

topical use of Fluoride is a persoual choice. There is not a one size fits all approach to dental care, so systenric use 
of flLroride in Portland's drinking water is not helpfìrl but an attack on weakened irrurune systems. My companion 
ani¡nals do not need flLroride in their drinking water nor do the salrnon. My garden vegetables do not need 
flLroride either. No systemic r¡se of flLroride in the people's clrinking water. 

n iuette .iones 
portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part ol'a petition started on Change.org, viervable at 

cJicl¡ liç:r-c: 

8t2712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:ninettejones[mail@change.org


Page I ol'1 

Parsons'susan 
Í&5ffi3* 

From: Jim Dancing Trout [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 2:33 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.just signed the lbllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, liealth care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridatiorÌ program should not be irnplemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questiorrs the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used f'or public outreach and education regarding dental 
healtlr, inclucling dental hygierre ancl nutrition. 

I-opical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue . 

We ask that you allow the people o1'Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance witliout a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Jim l)ancing'frout 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, Cl içlS _l,UlC. 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: FrancesHoltman[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 2:36 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.jLrst signeclthe follor.ving petition addressed to Mayor Adanrs and each of'the City Corrrnissioners. 

We arc a coalition of'concenred citizens, parents, health care cal'c praclitioucrs. organizatious, aud businesses that 
believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implen-rentecl rvithout pLrblic corrsent. 

Tllere is a growing body of scientilìc literature that questions the community benefìt versus the conrmulrity risk 
from such a systentic im¡rlernentation of flL¡oride. We believe the first and ongoing costs o1 such a fluoridation 
prograrn woLrld lre lretter used for public outreach and education regarcliug dental health, inclLrding dental hygierre 
and nutrition. 

Topical use ol'fll¡oride 1'or dental health is more readily controllable, and could poterrtially be provided to those 
without dental health access. 

We believe the eutire popLrlation of Portlancl shoLrld not be exposed to a health related proposalorordinallce 
without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask tliat you allow the people of Pofiland the right vote. 

'lhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance withoL¡t a thorough public review and 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I do not want flouride in tny drinking water. I do not want flouricle in my cleaning water. I would not like floulide 
in the ecosysten either as that is not healthy. Flouride is an attack on weakened imrrune systems and forcing rne 
and others who do not want flouride in the water supply seerns like something a corlulunist would do. 

Itrrances Iloltnian 
lìockaway Beach, Oregorr 

Note:this ernailwas sent ¿rs part of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 

click he¡'e 

812712012 

http:Change.org
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From: RichardNessImail@change.org]
 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 2.41 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Poftland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of'the City Cornmissioners. 

'We 
are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, ancl 

businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridation program should not be irnplernented without public 
consent. 

Tliere is a growing body of'scientif.lc literature that questions thc conrmunity benelìt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation progralr-r would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fbr dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health aocess. 

V/e believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allclw the people o1'Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Ricliard Ness 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, c.UqLt-.lKIç 

812712012 

http:Change.org
http:of'scientif.lc
mailto:RichardNessImail@change.org
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From: KevinLayden[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 3:22 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I jr,rst signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of'the City Comn'rissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizer-rs, parents, health care oare practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benef,rt versus the 
cornrnunity risk fron-r such a systemic implernentation ol'fluoricle. We believe the first and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better ursed fòr public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental liygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be providecl 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vclte on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote, 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a tl'rolough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin l-ayden 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part ol'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

respond, CllcJS_bçru 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:KevinLayden[mail@change.org
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From: CatherineTeach Imail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 3:54 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Porlland City Council, 

I.iust signed tlie lòllowir-rg petition addressed to Mayor Adams ancl each of'the City Cornn-rissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, l-realth care carc'practitioncrs, organizations, and 

businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

There is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the 
community risk fioln such a systernic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first ancl ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and education regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

1'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be provided 
to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the light to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote . 

'l'hank you. 

Coalition ol' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Catherine Teach 
Portland, Oregorr 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Chauge.org, viewable at 

re spond, e I içli.lict:C 

812712012 

http:Chauge.org
mailto:Imail@change.org


Page I ol'1 

Parsons,susan 1S5 üi n 
From: Kathleen Courian-Sanchez [arttoadl@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 4:15 PM 

To; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Fluoride exposure 

Karla, 

Il'you coLrld please enter this into public record regardirrg the water flLroridation issue ancl clistribule to Mayor 
Adams and the Co¡nmissioners, I would appreciate it. 'l-hank you. 

Dear Mayor Adams and Comnlissioners, 

Iìopefully you have read some of the inforrnation that I, and undoubtedly, many other concenlecl citizors are 

sending to you to clarify the facts about water fluoridation. 

'l"he inorganic cheniical compound contaurinants used in water fluoriclation are Sodiurn l'lexafluorosilicate ancl 

IìlL¡orosilicic Acid, the by product o1'tlle nranufacture of phosphate fertilizers. They were l'orrlally used in 
pesticides, insecticicles ancl rodenticides, r"rntilthe registration was cancelled and no longer used l'orthat purpose 
in the early 1990s. 

The EPA establishes the limit at which a person can be exposed to contaminants such as thesc, withor¡t harrnful 
health affects.'lhere is no oversight of these chemicals added to the drinking water because they fall outside of 
the FDAs.jLrrisdiction.'ì-hey are ONLY measured as contaminants by the EPA, who recently reduced the 
allowable level frorn 2-4ntgto .]-l.2nlg. No stLrdies have been done to measure the safety of thc current level. 
For anyonc to say that this level is "safe" is patently false. 

As the CDC website and stuclies like Dr. Thiessen's states, infants and young children from 0-8 arc at the 
greatest risk for ove r exposure to fluoride, with infants at greatest risk. StLldies have ah'eady established 
that too much fluoride causes enarlel fluorosis, musculoskeletal danlage, reprocluctive atrd developrnental 
effects, neurotoxicity and neurobehavioral effects, endocrine systern (inclLrding thyroid-follicL¡lar cells, 
parafollicular cells, parathyroicl glauds. pineal gland, other endocrine organs), eff'ects on the gastrointestirral, 
renal, hepatic, and iururunc systenls. The affects on genotoxicity ancl carcinogenicit¡, ¿r" inconclusive. 

Marry in lower econornic groups cannot afford the highest qLrality foods, and resort to I'oods that are not olgarric 
orare highly processcd. These lòods, including fruits and vegetables, contain flLroride based pesticide (sodium 
aluminunr flLroride) residLre that add to the toxic mix. Irood like iceberg lettuce can contailr as rluch as lB0 ppm, 
180 tirnes higher than the "recomurended" water fluoridation level. Other iterns that contaill fluoride are baby 
fonrula, processed cereal, .juice, socla, tea, wine, beer, fish/seafood, teflon pans, 

Iror those with babies who use forr.nula, a bottleclwater soulce fi'ee of fluoride woLrld be required so the lraby is 

Irot exposecl to over-fluoriclation. TIlis could cause a financial hardship for those in low income fànlilies. 

It doesn't make logical seuse to adcl something to the water systenr that is known to cause harm, especially to the 
nlost vulnerable. 

S iucerely, 

Kathleen Courian-Sanchez 

8t27/2012 

mailto:arttoadl@gmail.com
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From: Teresa Farrell[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 1 1 :0'l PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Courrcil, 

ljust signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizerrs, parents, health care care plactitioners, organizations, and businesses 
that believe a systemic water lluoridation program should not be implemented without public consent. 

There is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versLrs the community risk 
fì'orn such a systemic implernentation ol'fluoride. We believe the first and ongoirrg costs of such a fluoridatio¡r 
program would be better used for pLrblic outreach and education regarding dental health, including dental 
hygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical use of fluoride f'or dental health is rlore readily controllable, and could potentially be provided to those 
without dental health access. 

We believe the entire populatiorr of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance 
witliout a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of'Portland the riglrt vote . 

'|.hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a liealtli related proposal ol orclinance withoLrt a thorough public review and 
vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I want to clioose what I give rny child. Since she has a chronic illness we have chosen not to give her llLroridc. 
'l'hank you for your consideration, 'l'eresa lrarrell RN 

Teresa Irarrell 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this enrail was sent as part o1'a petition started on Change.org, vicwable at 

cliek hcl'* 

812712012 

http:Change.org
mailto:Farrell[mail@change.org
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From: CatherineWhelanImail@change.org]
 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 1 1:02 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

ìjr,rst signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, and 
businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented without public 
consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of'scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comtrrunity risk frorn such a systemic implementation o1'lluoride. We believe tl're fìrst and ongoing costs 
of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and cducation regarding dental 
health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use of fluoride for dental health is urorc readily controllable, ancl could potentially be proviclcd 
to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or
 
ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue.
 

We ask tliat you allow the people of Portland the right vote.
 

'l'hank 
you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough public 
review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Catherine Whelan 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

re spo nd, C,hc"ls-.h qi.ç_ 

8t27/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:CatherineWhelanImail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla tr856tå 
From: EliseVarga[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 11 15 Alt/r 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the f'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizatior-rs, 
aud businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a gt'owing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefrt versus the 
community risk fi"om such a systemic irnplernentation of fluoride. We believe the frrst and 
ongoing costs of suoh a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fìuoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issuc. 

We ask that you allow the people ol'Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance without a tholough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Elise Varga 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as paft of a petition staftecl on Change.org, viewable at 
Itltp:¡¡www.change.o |tetitlon-for-puUtl rd-water-sup!þ 
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812412012 

http:Change.org
mailto:EliseVarga[mail@change.org
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From: Colleen Patterson[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,201210:52 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Pofllancl City Council, 

I just signed the lòllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition o1'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program shoulcl not be irnplementecl 
without public consent. 

'lhere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the comrnunity benefìt versus the 
comrnunity risk frorn such a systernic implementation o1'fluoride. We believe the f,rrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program woulcl be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarding clental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'I'opical use of f'luoride for dental health is more leadily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a tliorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an impofiant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlancl the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
putrlic review and vetting. 

Sincere Iy, 

I am a parent who wishes to limit the chernicals my daughter ingests. She uses a flouride 
foothpaste and takes a flouricle supplement, both means of'preventing tooth decay which are 
rnore easily controlled by rne. 

Collccn l)altcrsou 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change .org, viewable at 
http://www.change.or nblic-review-of'-portland-water-supply­
.flusrdejisl.'lo respond, sliçk¡çrç 

8/24t2012 

http:http://www.change.or
mailto:Patterson[mail@change.org
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From: elizabethcarlson[mail@change.org] 

Sent; Friday, August 24,2012 9:33 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizer-rs, parents, health care carc practitioners, organizatior-rs, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograÍn should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

T'here is a growiug body of scientific literature that questions tlie community benefit versus the 
community risk fiorn such a systemic irnplernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is rnore readily controllable, and oould potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe tlie entire population of Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'I'liank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should uot be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Daily intake of fluoricle would be detrimental to rny health. The ongoing studies reveal the risk to
 
¡reople as myself. My doctors concur
 
Topical application of fluoride can achieve the same results without enclangering the health of
 
pcople like myself.
 
Tliis would avoid risks to people as myself. Those in need can be treated by topical means.to all.
 
putting others at risk. Tliis is a win win solution.
 
We do not have resources to put into into an expensive project which results are uncertain. Put
 
this issue up to a vote so all can be heard.
 

8t24t20t2 

http:means.to
mailto:elizabethcarlson[mail@change.org
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elizabeth callson 
Portland, Oregon r"8 $ ffi i x 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started or-r Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitionsipqftion-:tor-public-review-of-por1þncl-water-supply-fluoridatìon. To respond, click 
here 

8t24t2012 

http://www.change.org/petitionsipqftion-:tor-public-review-of-por1�ncl-water-supply-fluoridat�on
http:Change.org
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From: C.Men¡yin[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 9:27 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Poftland City Council, 

I just signed the foliowing petitron addressed to Mayor Aclams and each of the City 
Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organ izations, 
and businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing bocly ol'scientific literature that questions the community beref it versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of'such a fluoridaticln program would be better usecl for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical use olì fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially lre 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concemed Citizens 

Poftland should not be exposecl to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

As a citizen, it is so frustrating to me to see government wasting time, energy and resources on 
non-essential functions while neglecting imporlant things that need those resources. Il'the 
citizens have voted against this 3 times then it does not warrant another round. Adding lluoride 
to clrinking water is not the role of government. 

C. Mcrwin 
Poftlancl, Orcgon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change-SrgpçtiliAff slpçtition-for-publig:review-of:ponlg[d:water-suppl]¡­
fluoridation. To responcl, click here 

812412012 

http://www.change-Srgp�tiliAff
http:Change.org
mailto:C.Men�yin[mail@change.org
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From: Tom Deines[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 9:19 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed thc {òllowing petition addressed to Mayor Aclams ancl each of the City 
Coml-rrissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care cal'e practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented 
without public conscnt. 

There is a growing bocly of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comrnunity risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe tl-re first and 
ongoing costs o1'such a fluoridation program would be better used lbr public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

T'opical use of fluoride for clental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorougl-r 
public lcvicw and vctting. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Deines 

Torn f)eines 
Newberg, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as parl of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.orq/petitions/petition-for-public-review-oÍ'-portland-water-supply_­
fluoriclation. To respond, click here 

8t24t2012 

http://www.change.orq/petitions/petition-for-public-review-o�'-portland-water-supply
http:Change.org
mailto:Deines[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla tE5fi1s 
From: KimberlyHorenstein[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 B:31 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Coutrcil, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, hcaltli care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fi'om such a systernic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the first ar-rd 

ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograur would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and coulcl potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the light to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Kirnberly Horenstein 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was seut as paft of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.orq/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-suppl)¡­
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812412012 

http://www.change.orq/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-suppl
http:Change.org
mailto:KimberlyHorenstein[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla t"ffi$fils 
From: ChristineWhite[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 8:1'1 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the l'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each ol'the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrn should not be irnplemented 
without public consent, 

'Ihere is a growing bocly of scientilìc literature that questions the cornmunity beneht versus the 
cornmunity risk fì'om such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fÌrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program woulcl be better used for public outreach ancl 

education regarding dental health, including der-rtal hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride f'or dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
providecl to those without dental health access. 

Vy'e beüeve the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance witliout a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porllancl the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposcd to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public revicw and vclliug. 

Sincerely, 

I'm really wondering why a mostly lame-duck city council is trying to rarn this through without 
asking what we think. Fluoride's cheap anci easy to buy ancl we don't neecl it on our plants in our 
pets'watel ancl wirat will it do to tl-re Lreer industry? 

Cl-rristine White 
Portland, Oregotr 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.çlgUgqptg/petitions/petition-for-publi SUpIIy: 
flusudaltan. il'o respond, çligk herg 

8124/2012
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From: LynneCampbell[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 B:03 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlancl City Council, 

I just signed the following petition aclcJresscd to Mayor Aclams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

'We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, liealth care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoriclation program should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comrnunity risk frorn such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclatiorl program woulcl be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinanoe without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an impoltant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concernecl Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinanoe without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Fluoride's prirnary benefit is topical, not systemic. The chemicals to be added don't occur 
naturally, but are toxic waste byproducts of industry, contaminated witli a host of toxins 
inclucling arsenic and lead, for whicli EPA's public health goal (MCLG) is ZERO (i.e., any 
amount of arsenic added to the water, however tiny, will cause l-rarm). Manufacturers will not 
stand behind their product as safe and effective when used as directed--irr fact, no one assurres 
liability for harm, including the massive incidence of dental fluorosis (pennanent damage to 
teeth) resulting from overexposure to fìuoride. Fluoricle is classified by FDA, when ingested l'or a 
reduction of tooth decay, as an unapproved clrug. Arnericans are already exposed to significant 
quantities of fluoride froln other sources, including food products processed with fluoridated 

8/24120t2 
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water and contaminated with fluoride-based pesticide residue, dental products and treatments. Althougl-r the U.S. is now 
74 percent fluoridated, the whole country is in au "oral health crisis," with the CDC reporting the frrst significant uptick 
in dental decay in 40 years. Tlie elephant in the roorn--CDC says 80% of clecay in children is concentrated in 25 percent 
of thern; the low-incorne population without access to care. This is the elephant in tlie roorn...807o of dentists wor-r't 

treat kids on Medicaid. Watcr fluoridation doesn't work, adds a liost of toxins to our water, pollutes our environment 
(harrning salmon) and violates the right we enjoy with every other drug on the plant--tl-re right to infonned consent. 

Lynne Carnpbell 
Lake Oswego, Oregotr 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-suppl)¡-fluoridation. To responcl, click 
here 

8124120t2 
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From: Jan Rizzo [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Friday, August 24,2012 7:17 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams ancl each of'the City 
Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
ancl businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation progranì shoulcl not be implemer-rted 
without publio consent. 

Tliere is a growing body of scientifìc literature tl-rat questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk li'om such a systemic implementation of'fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program woulcl be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

T'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more reaclily controllable, ancl could potentially be 
provided to those without clental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porllancl shoulcl not tre exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review ancl vetting. 

Sincerely, 

There is conflicting research about whether aclcling this to the water supply is healthy and we 
should have a choice about our watcr. 

.lan Rizzo 
Porflancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
Ir{p-:11u¿ww-slurgc.oldpglLtlaiu/Lelilro!-for:puþljc_:rç-v:ç¡u'_oÊppr{an{-¡ryalcr-sup,ply,: 
flUSUdAUe!. To respond, oliq-k here 

812412012 
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From: Colleen McCormack[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 1 1:53 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition adclressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concernecl citizens, parerìts, health care care practitioncrs, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation progranl should not be implementecl 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scienfific literature that questions the community benefit versus the
 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used for public outreach and
 
education regarding dental health, inclucling clental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride fòr clental health is more readily controllable, and coulcl potentially be
 
providecl to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal
 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlanclthe right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I believe it's my right to choose whether or not to have the water my family drinks be 
systemically implemented with lluoride. 

Colleen McConnack 
Portland, Orcgon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
l¡þ://www.changg.C,_¡ghrUjlglrs/pçllSn-"&:pUþlrçjgyrqgel_lrs{!Aad-Wal-Cr-5qpply. 
lìuoriclation. To respond, click here 

8t24/2012 
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From: AmandaSchueler[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 'l'1:51 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Porlland City Council, 

I just signed the followìng petition addressed to Mayor Aclams and each of tlie City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care praotitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridatioll program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

Tliere is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fiorn such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation program would be better used f'or public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental liealth is more reaclily controllable, ancl could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should r-rot be exposed to a health related proposal 
or orclinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should liave the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlancl the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should uot be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a tl-rorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda Schueler 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petitior-r started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portlarld-water-supply_ 
fluoridation. To responcl, click here 

8/24/2012
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From: Aaron Hopkins[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 11:23 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Council, 

I .just signed the following petition adclressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concemecl citizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, 
ancl businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program shoulcl not be irnplemented 
witl-rout public consent. 

'l'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the 
comrnunity risk from such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the first ancl 
or-rgoing costs of such a f'luoridation program woulcl be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutritior-1. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental healtli is more reaclily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe tlie entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or orclinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vclte. 

'lhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review ancl vetting. 

Since rely, 

Fluoride in potentially iryurious and generally unhealthy to ingest 
Please don't remove fresh healthy water fiom my more town. 

Aaron Hopkins 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this enail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
htþlAv¡rulsliqagqalgþct¡llars-lpçÍlrourlqlp-uþlp:reu-e&aI-.p-arllqtid:wqLle!,-sl¿pp-b: 
flUoriclation. To respond, click here 

8/2412012 
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From: AndrewHosch [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 10:35 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petitiori adclressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissionels. 

We are a coalition of concernecl citizens, parents, health care carc practitioncrs, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing bocly of scientific literature that questions the community benefrt versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We l¡elieve the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, inclucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoricle for clental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, ancl the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concernecl Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

It is critical to allow for maximum public input before rnaking a decision in this matter. This 
affects us all, and the decision shoulcl not rest in the hands of five city council memtrers alone 

Anclrew Hosch 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
hltp-/rluy¡y,slia¡1gç.qrdp"cti1rojs/petition-Ítrr'-pub Êpod¿rd:v{aler:sqpply_­
lluarldaua!. To respond, clþk*lrç¡ e 

8124/2012 
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From: GraceMarian[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 10:18 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject; Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the fbllowing petition aclclressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing bocly of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fì-om such a systemic implementation of fluoricle. We believe the first and 
ongoir-rg costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fòr dental health is more reaclily controllable, ancl could potentially be 
provicled to those without dental liealth access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issuc. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public revicw antl vcttiug. 

Sincerely, 

Maybe we should make dental care more accessible instead of putting more chernicals into the 
water supply. 

Grace Marian 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.olg, viewable at 

þLtp-1-WTUVCþqrf¡e.org/petitions/pe_titrS!:lq¡;pllbliqrçy-r_e¡U-sf:p_S1]lA"ud"-1ryq1çr-åUpgly_­
üUS¡1datlq¡. To responcl, click here 

812412012 
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From: Rodney Bender[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 9:52 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Poltland City Council, 

I just signecl the following petition addressed to Mayor Adalns and each of'the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, palents, healtli care care practitionels, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

'Ihere is a growing body of scientilìc literature that questions the community benef'rt versus the 
comtnunity risk flom such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program woulcl be better used for public outreach ancl 
educatior-l rcgarding dental health, including clental hygiene and nutl'ition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, ancl the riglit to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a healtl-r related proposal or orclinance without a tholough 
public revicw and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

We have one of the fi'eshest water supplies in the country. Let's leave it clean and pure!
 

lìodney Bender
 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition staÍed on Change.org, viewable at 
hUp-lfyfyw.cþrgç.ore/petitions/petition-l'or-public*Ie_view-ol-pe![A[ù] /ater-supply­
fluoridation. To respond, click hete 
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From: KristinAllen[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 8:46 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the followirrg petition addressed to Mayor Adarns ancl each of the City 
Comrnissioncrs. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, liealth care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fi'on'r such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrrì would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental liygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and oould potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Pottland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and tlie right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlancl the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Kristin Allen 
Portland, Orcgon 

Note: this email was sent as parl of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.chansc.org/pçlûtiorubctit¡on-tor'-puUlic-rcvicw;of-portland-watcr-suppl)¡­
fluoriclation. To respond, click here 

812412012 
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From: jaimelefcovich [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 8.42 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition adclressed to Mayor Adams ancl each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systetnic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

Tl-rere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fiom such a systemic irnplernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, ir-rcludir-rg dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental healtli is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concemed Citizens 

Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

jairne lefcovich 
portland , Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.chanee.oig/petitions/petitign-for-public-review-oÊp_ortland-water-suppl_v­
fluoridatio_tt. To respond, click liere 

8/24/2012 
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From: JamesBlack[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 B:33 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the ftrllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns ancl each of the City
 
Commissioners.
 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations,
 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented
 
without public consent.
 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systernic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreaoh ancl 

education regarding cJental health, including dental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinarrce without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens sllould have the right to consent, and the riglit to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask tliat you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Urn...this sliould be a no-brainer. Fluoride is extremely bad f'ol healtli and wellness, and this is
 
documented fact.
 
http : //ahealthy i dea. corn/epg;19vçggc5- itself- on - fluoride/
 
"ln an anazing anrlouncelnent that received little rnedia coverage, the EPA has reversed itself on
 
the clairned liealth benefits of the industrial cl-reinical fluoridc. Citing research suggesting
 
fluoride ingestion can cause cancer, horrnone disruptior-r ancl brittle bones.
 

The report suggested that fluoride was especially bad fol developing chilclren and actually 
causecl many dental issues (darkening of teeth, rnaking teeth brittle) rather than being a promoter 

8t24t20t2 
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of dental health as propaganda has clairnecl fÌrr the past 60 years. å I 5 ff l" H 

Many parents have trusted the goverruneut concerning use of fluoride. This unclerscores the point that parents ar-rd 

individuals shoulcl clo their owlì research and seek a natural route when it colles to their health instead of trusting 
additives that are not found in nature. 

A warning label has accompanied fluoricle-containing toothpaste for rnany years but the commentary has been that it 
takes a lot of fluoride ingestion to do harm. Now the government (EPA) is adrnitting that it doesn't take as muoh as 

thought to do harm. 

One should also note that exposure over ycars tcl rrost chemicals is cumulative, meaning that consumers end up 
receiving tl-re'dangerous level'at some point clue to the chemical collectir-rg after yeals of use." 

Keep our tap water safe from the effects of fluoride ! Portland has been a leader on this issue fbr this long. Let's not give 
in to government pressure now! 

James Black 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as paft of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-lrublic-review-of-portland-water-suppl)z-fluoridation. To rcspond, click 
here 
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From: BillOsmunson[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August23,20127:4BpM 
To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition acldressed to Mayor Adarns ancl each of the City 
Colnlnissioncrs. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplementecl 
without public coltsent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the
 
oclmmunity risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoricle. We believe the lìrst and
 
ongoing costs of such a lluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and
 
education regarding clental health, inclucling denlal hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and coulcl potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal
 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlancl the right vote.
 

Thank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens
 

Portlancl shoulcl not l-re exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough
 
¡rublic rcvicw and vetting.
 

Sincercly, 

Fluoridation is a violation o1'tny informecl consent. I do not consent to fluoridation and recluest 
Portland ask the FDA CDER for NDA. 

Bill Osmunson 
Beaverton, Oregon 

Note: this email was seut as part of a ¡retition started on Change.org, viewable at 
h1!p://uvry.ç¡arge.erglpçIr].:s!sþetria!:þr p-ubliç:rsyrgly:al'p-o4la!cl:\veLl::supr_ly: 
fluonflaLiot. To respond, .qllgk hqq 
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From: Janine Blanchard 

Sent; Thursday, August 23,2012 6:41 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the ltrllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalitiorr of concerned citizens, parents, health oare care practitior-rers, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

'fhere is a growing body of scientific literature that questiolts the community benefit versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridatior-r program woulcl be better uscd fìrr public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for deutal health is rnore readily controllable, and oould potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the riglit to vote on such an important issue. 

Wc asl< that you allow thc pcoplc of Pofiland thc right votc. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal or ordinance witliout a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Janine Blanchard, LMT 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as parl of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/p_9li1rq[--fo11pghlç:tç1¡e@ 
flUAUdqUa!. To respond, clickþe_gs 

8t24t2012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/p_9li1rq[--fo11pghl�:t�1�e
http:Change.org
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Nloore-*-Love, Karla 3ffs#ä# 
From: Naga Nataka [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 6:11 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

l)ear Portland City Council, 

I just signecl the l'ollowing petition acldre ssed to Mayor Adams and each ol'the City 
Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program shoulcl not be implernentecl 
without public consent. 

There is a growing bocly o1'scientiflc literature that questions the comrnunity benefit versus the 
community risk lì'om such a systemic impleurentation of fluoride. We believe the first ancl 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better usecl for public outreach ancl 
education regarding dental health, inclucling dent¿rl hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to thosc witliout dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'|hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorougli 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I can't afford the expensive filtration systeln needecl to lìlter lluoricle out of rny drinking water, 
and I clotr't waut to ingest it. I believe people shoulcl be allowed to choose for thernselves whether 
or not they use lluoride via the toothpaste they use. 

Naga Nataka 
I)ortlancl, Orcgorr 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition starteclon Change.org, viewable at 

hLlplwty¡yçh¿UgC._q1jlp_eúions/petition-lÌu-public-revietv-of-poÍlaqd-weleÈ¡qpply_ 
fl¡J_o_Adatiçr-U.'l'o respond, "cJ-i-ck hglg 

8t24t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org


Page 1 oi'ì 

qr\e*iiY.
Moore-Love, Karla å{f ä \"Í ¿'* 
From: AndrewFirpo[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 5;03 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Poltland City Council, 

I.iust signecl the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and eacl-r of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition ol'concerned citizens, palents, health cal'e care practitioncrs, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrn shoulcl not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
comtnunity risk froln such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used for public outleach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use ol'fluoride l'or dental health is more readily controllable, and coulcl potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland shoulclnot be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, ancl the right to vote on such an impoftant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
¡rublic review and vctting. 

Sincerely, 

Because I live in Portland and I have a 5 year old son. 

Anclrcw Filpo 
Poftlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
þ{pl|vw¡¿change.org/petitioui/petition-&r-public-review'.qÊpo{þUd_walq¡;qqæly: 
fluoriclati_aU. To respond, cliqk here 

8/2412012 

http:Change.org
mailto:AndrewFirpo[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla åffiffi#å# 
From: LoriRomike[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 5:51 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Aclams and each of tlie City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, pareuts, health care cat'e practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program shoulcl not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

'l'here is a growing body of scientif,rc literature that questions the community ber-refit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the frrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better usecl for public outreach ancl 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance witliout a thorough public review ar-rd vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow tlie people of Portlancl the right vote. 

T'harrk you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Lori Romike 
Lake Oswego, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
bltplAry¡rw-qbaugç-qå4ætiliats/petition-for'-public-review-of-portland-water-suppl-v_ 
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812312012 

http:Change.org
mailto:LoriRomike[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla åffi m ffi i # 

From: YvonnaDaul[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 4:25 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressecl to Mayor Aclan'rs and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
aud businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplementecl 
without public consent. 

There is a gtowing body of scientifìc literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclatiou program woulcl be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including clental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the riglit to consent, and the riglit to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlar-rd tlie right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Yvonna Daul 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/pçIiligts/petition-for-public-review-of-portlald:¡rygler$upp]jt 
fluoriclatior-r. To responcl, çlick here 

8123/2012 

http://www.change.org/p�Iiligts/petition-for-public-review-of-portlald:�rygler$upp]jt
http:Change.org
mailto:YvonnaDaul[mail@change.org


Page I of 1 

tÈ 4$Ëry{;åñçJ 

to x"åLJçfMoore-Love, Karla :*-. 

From: YvonnaDaul[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 4:25 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of tlic City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care carepractitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the comrnunity benefit versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoirrg costs of such a fluoriclation program woulcl be better usecl for public outreach ancl 
education regarding dental liealth, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a healtl'r related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the riglit to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland slioulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witl-rout a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Yvonna Daul 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-publ_ic-review-of-portland-water-suppll¿­
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812312012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-publ_ic-review-of-portland-water-suppll
http:Change.org
mailto:YvonnaDaul[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla åffi ffi {$ 3" # 

From: SharleenRoberson[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 4:05 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City
 
Comnrissioncrs.
 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comrnunity risk fi'orn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe fhe first ancl 

ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used I'or public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'I'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without clental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue . 

We ask that you allow the people o1'Portland the light vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public lcvicw and vctting. 

Sincelely,
 

An issue such as this slioulcl not be forcecl on the public, but a choice.
 

Sharleen Roberson
 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

bttp-/¡ry¡v¡v-shêlgqqg@rev i e@ 
fluoridation. To responcl, click here 

812312012 

http:Change.org
mailto:SharleenRoberson[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla åffi$$å# 
From: DonnaAnessi[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 3:27 PltA 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of'the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health câre care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systeuric water fluoridation program should not be irnplernentecl 
without public consent. 

'l'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comtnunity risk lì-orn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ougoing costs of such a fluoridation progranì would be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarcling dental health, inclucling dental l-rygiene and nutrition. 

'l'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more reaclily controllable, and coulcl potentially be 
provided to those without clental health access. 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have thc right to conscnt, and the right to vote on sucll an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of'Porlland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition ol' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should uot be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vctlilrg. 

Sincerely, 

It is about lì'eedom of choice. Socliuln l;'louride is not a nutrient. Our bodies have not evolvecl to 
drink this lrroduct. Anyone who wants to ingest flouride carì use l'luoride tootlipaste or rinses or 
take pills. We should not be f'orced to drink the stufï. 

I)onna Anessi 
Yamhill, Oregon 

Note: this email was seut as part of a petition stafted on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/pstitions/petition-for-public-review-of'-portland-watepsupply­
llup'rrda!þn. To respond, sllcklærc 

8123t2012 

http://www.change.org/pstitions/petition-for-public-review-of'-portland-watepsupply
http:Change.org
mailto:DonnaAnessi[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla åffi 5 ffi å * 
From: Lisa Puma [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 3:24 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following pctition acldressecl to Mayor Adams ancl each of the City 
Comulissioncrs. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that t'relieve a systemic water fluoriclation program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

Tl-rere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
community risk froln such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the lirst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation progran would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, inclucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of lluoricle fòr dental health is more reaclily controllable, ancl coulcl potentially be 
provicled to those without dental health access. 

We believc the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask thzrt you allow the people of Portland the righl vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Fluoridation causes arteriosclerosis. Goverrunent wants to impose it's views about the value ol' 
chemicals on citizens. if you want fluoricle, buy it. 

Lisa Puma 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 
lillp;/_iyWW.clU¡ige-_o¡gþç!üS¿gSlpçltllSn-for-pllLtrlic-review-ol'-portlancl-water-rUpp*ly­
[Uprfdelian. To respond, click here 

8t23/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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å8 b # Å * Moore-Love, Karla 

From: KariSheragy[mail@change,org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 2:50 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petitior-r acldressed to Mayor Adarns ancl each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridatiorl program should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scicntific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fi'om such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
orrgoing costs of such a fluoridatiorl program woulcl be better usecl for public outreach ancl 

education regarcling dental health, inclucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I(ari Sheragy 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition stafted on Char-rge .org, viewable at 

fluoridation. To responcl, click here 

8123/2012
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Moore-Love, Karla 18$üåx 
From: GelseyKurrasch[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 2.48 Pl\A 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I.just signed tlie fbllowing petition addressecl to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Conrurissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care cari: practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrr should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk lì'orn such a systemic irnplementation ol'fluoricle. We believe the lìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used I'or public outreach and 
education legarding clental healtl-r, inclucling dental hygiene and nutlition. 

Topical use of l'luoride for dental health is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health relafed proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of' Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl slioulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a tl-rorough 
public leview and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

This is an issue that, at the very least, needs to be voted on.
 

Gelsey Kurrasch
 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-fur-public-review-ofìportland-_w,atcr-slppllv-
Íluoridation. To respond, qljçk hçrg 

8/2312012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-fur-public-review-of�portland-_w,atcr-slppllv
http:Change.org
mailto:GelseyKurrasch[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla :t-8 5 # 3 m 

From: NatalieBusch[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 2.41 PlVi 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition adclressed to Mayor Adar.ns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concet'ned citizens, parents, liealth cale cal'e ptactitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing bocly of scientifìc literature that questions the community benefit versus the
 
community risk fì'om such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used for public outreach and
 
education regarcling clental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride l'or clental liealth is rnore readily controllable, ancl could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Poftland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concernecl Citizens 

Portland slioulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
¡rublic rcview and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I should be able to make own decisions about rny body 

Natalie Busch 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
hltp://www.change.org/petjlions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-suppl)¡­
flusudaUa!. To respond, click here 

8/23/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:NatalieBusch[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla x8 b # I x 

From: JeanAalseth[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 2.37 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed tlie following petition acldressed to Mayor Adams ancl each of the City 
Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water lluoridation program should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifrc literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograln would bebetterused forpublic outreach and 
eclucation regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental healtl-r is more reaclily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, ancl the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the light vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Pofiland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Jean Aalseth 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as paft of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

lUp:Z¡www.cnange.o ion-l'or-public-review-of-portland-water-.sqpplf 
flUçrrdatlplt. To respond, click herg 

8t23t2Q12 

http:Change.org
mailto:JeanAalseth[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla $ ïåe m m 

From: MarybethMcDonald[mall@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday,August23,20122:22PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I ¡ust signed the fòllowing ¡retition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of tlie City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systernic water fluoriclation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the
 
cotntnunity risk from such a systemic implementation of'fluoride. We believe the first and
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation program would be better used for public outreach and
 
eclucation regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

T'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provicled to those without clental health access. 

We lrelieve the entire population of Portlancl shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to oonsent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow tl-re people of Portlancl the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
¡rublic rcvicw and vctting. 

Sincerely, 

Please don't put fluoride into tlie waters. I work with chilclren and the long term affects of 
fluoridated water is troubling. 

Marybetli McDonalcl 
Pclrtland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Char-rge.org, viewable at
btlp-l-Avwychauee-adpetrûets/pçtItaq-for:puþ_liç I)t 
fluoüd3fqq. To respond, ç_ltgk here 

8t23/2012 

http:Char-rge.org
mailto:MarybethMcDonald[mall@change.org
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From: GlennBennett[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,20122:19PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adan'rs and each of the City 
Comrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature tliat questions the community benefit versus the 
commutrity risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoitig costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better usecl for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topioal use of fluoride for dental healtli is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance withouf a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issuc. 

We ask tliat you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlar-rd should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Glenn Bennett 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
]tltplwwtqçlUUge.org/petitions/pçûliqr:for-publiq:Içy1gw-oÊportland:watet-suppl¡¡ 
fluoridation. To respond, click ligç 

8t23t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:GlennBennett[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 
åffi ffi 6 å s 

From: Wendy Neal 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 1.43 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Colnmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health cal'e care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation prograln should not be implementecl 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefrt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without der-rtal health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a tholough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the riglit to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Wendy Neal, DO, ND 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.orq/petitions/petition-fbr-public-review-oÊportlancl-water-supply­
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8t23t20t2 

http://www.change.orq/petitions/petition-fbr-public-review-o�portlancl-water-supply
http:Change.org
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From: MatthewKimball [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 12:21 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed tlie following petition addressed to Mayor Aclams and each of the City 
Corntnissiouers. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parerlts, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplcrnented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fì'om such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first ancl 

ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used f.or public outrcach and 
educatiou regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and r-rutlition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could poteritially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow tlie people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Matthew Kirnball 
Crosby, Texas 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

þllp:rþww.change.org/petitjons/petition-for-public-review-o!portlancl-_WAIeLSUppb/­
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8/23/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: HeatherFrazier[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 '12:06 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlarrd City Council, 

I just signed the following petition adclressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
C-'ommissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care carc practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented 
wi thout public consent. 

Tl-rerc is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefrt versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic irnplernentation of fluoride. We believe the first ancl 

ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
ecluoation regarding dental health, inoluding dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Heatlier Frazier 
Poftland, Oregon 

Note: tliis email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.ch4¡rge.ore/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-supply­
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8/2312012
 

http://www.ch4�rge.ore/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-supply
http:Change.org
mailto:HeatherFrazier[mail@change.org
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From: CharlesHartman[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 11.57 Al\A 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the followirrg petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
ancl businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrn should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing bocly of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus thc 
cornmunity risk from such a systemic implernentation of fluoricle. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation progranì would bc better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including clental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Haftman 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as parl of a petition started on Char-rge.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portlar-rd-water-$uppl)¡: 
fluoridatiou. To respond, click here 

8123120t2 

http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portlar-rd-water-$uppl
http:Char-rge.org
mailto:CharlesHartman[mail@change.org
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From: Nia Lewis [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 9:52 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed tlie following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of tlie City 
Cotnmissioners. 

We are a coalitiolt of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the cornrnunity benefìt versus the 
community risk fi'om such a systernic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe tlie lìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used for public outreacl.l and 
education regarding dental liealth, including dental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

'l'opical use of fluoricle for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of'Portland should not be exposed to a health telated proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, ancl the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalitiori of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorougli 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Nia Lewis 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http:/y¡Ury.çhAqge.orylpetitions/petition-for1ublic-revicw-of-portland:WatqllUp!_1yj 
fluoridatiorl. To respond, click here 

8123/2012
 

http:/y�Ury.�hAqge.orylpetitions/petition-for1ublic-revicw-of-portland:WatqllUp!_1yj
http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: ron albers[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 9:48 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signcd the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of'the City 
Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health c¿ìre care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientil'ic literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implcmentation of fluoricle. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarcling dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'fopical use of fluoride 1'or clental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without clental hcalth access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland tlie right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concernecl Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance without a thorough 
public rcvicw ancl vctting. 

Sinccrely, 

sfop eating candies and brushing teeth prevents dental decay. Pottlancl has the best drinking 
water in tlie worlcl. I(eep it that way. 

ron albers 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 

1tltp-1w¡uw.cl14¡1gç¡¿¡gþetrl¡q¡rVpslilra¡r---&r-publiq:r9-uiçy-s{:p-ojflarlùlv-a19r s-qpLly: 
fluoriclation. To respond, click here 

812312012 

http:Change.org
mailto:albers[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla åtrffiffiåe 
From: JerodTarte[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 9:'19 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition acldressed to Mayor Aciams and each ol'the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridatiorl program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifrc literature tl-rat questions the community benefit versus the 
cornmunity risk frorn such a systernic inplernentation clf fluoricle. We believe the first and 

ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, irrcluding dental hygieue and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without clental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the riglit to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting 

Sincerely, 

Jerod Tarte 
Portland, Oregou 

Note: this eniail was sent as part of a petition stafted on Change .org, viewable at 
http://www.chanr¡e.ors/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-watg¡5up¡2ly; 
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812312012 

http://www.chanr�e.ors/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-watg�5up�2ly
mailto:JerodTarte[mail@change.org
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From: AnnaCrowley[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 9:02 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressecl to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concelned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
ancl businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program shoulcl not be implemented 
without public consent. 

J'here is a growing bocly of scientil'ic literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comurunity risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarcling dental health, inclucling dental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fòr dental health is more readily oontrollable, and could potentially be 
providecl to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of'Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl shoulcl not be exposccl to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review ancl vetting. 

Sincercly, 

Portland has some ol'the trest water ever. I do not want aclded fluoride in my water. This sliould 
not be unilateral decision. The public has the right to be involvecl. 

Anna Crowley 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
h1tp1¡y_w_wcbqrgg.c,rglpetjlqns/pe_li.Ua¡1.fo¡;publlq:lgJt9w:qÊparlhtd:tuatq1:tuppry­
fl uofUlAlton. To responcl, click_l1e_¡q 

812312012 

http:Change.org
mailto:AnnaCrowley[mail@change.org
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From: NateYoung[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 8:44 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Couucil, 

I just signed the fòllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns ancl each of the City 
Commissiouers. 

We are a coalition clf'concemecl citizer,s, parents, health care care practitioners, organizatiotrs, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program shoulcl not be irnpletnentecl 
without public oonsent. 

'I'here is a growing body oi'scientifìc literaturc that questions the comrnunity benefit versus the 

community risk fì-om such a systemic implementation of fluoride. Wc believe the first ancl 

ongoing costs of such a lluoridation program would be better used f'or public outreach ancl 

education regarcling clentai health, inclucling dental hygiene ancl nutlition. 

'fopical use ol'lluoricle f'or dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 

provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposecl to a irealth related proposal 

or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and tl-re right to vote on such an importaut issue. 

Wt: ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

1-hank you, 

Coalition ol' Concemed Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public rcvicw and velting. 

Sincerely, 

I have livecl all of'my adult lif-e in cities without Irluoride in the water and have survivcd just fine. 
It is asir-rine to consicler adding industrial chemicals to what is currently one of the purest 

municipal drinking water systems in the worlcl! 

Nate Young 
Portland, Oregon 

Note : this email was seut as part of a petition stafted on Change.org, viewable at 

þ!!¡r : 41yww. chan ge. qtdpglttltUrs/petition-for-pub I i 

llu_audaJtan. 
"fo respond, çlick lierc 

8t23t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:NateYoung[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 
"rÊKtr'tr ryFrom: UteMunger[mall@change.org] JL {-J r_f v "L Âr 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 8:08 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Council, 

l.just signecl the following petition addressed to Mayor Aclams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health carr: oare practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoriclation program shoulcl not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literalure that questions the community benefìt versus the 
community risl< from such a systemic implementation o{'fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarding clental health, including clental ìrygiene anci nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride ltrr dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provicled to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition ol' Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl shoulcl not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

no need to be tuled by governmt for some clecisions that inclivicluals shoulcl be making for 
themselves 

[Jte Munger 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
h11U1¡www.cnange.cUg/Fi a-fol public-review- v¿elçf-Slpply: 
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812312012 

http:Change.org
mailto:UteMunger[mall@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 1ffi 5 ffi å tr 
From: CynthiaHale[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 8:06 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Porlland City Council, 

I just signecl the following petition addressecl to Mayol Aclarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be impleilented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride f'or dental health is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to conserlt, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a liealtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Cynthia Hale 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as parl of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
htlp-lAUUry.Cha¡ge.ore/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-suppb/­
fluoridation. To respond, click herç 

8/2312012 

http:Change.org
mailto:CynthiaHale[mail@change.org
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From: Christian Giusto [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 B:05 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlar-rd City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of thc City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systenric water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus thc 
community risk fì'orn such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe tl-re fìrst ancl 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used f-or public outreach and 
education regarding dental liealth, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

T'opical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provicled to those without dental liealth access. 

We believe the entire populatior-r of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance witliout a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens sliould have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow tlie people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Christian Giusto 
Porllancl, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was seut as part of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 
htlpl/www. char-rge. or g/peti ti ons/petiti on-for-publ i c-revie@suppl )¡­
fluoridation. To respond, gþk here 

812312012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: ColetteGardiner[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,20127:12 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

Wg are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and busiuesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernented 
without public conseut. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the 
community risk frotn such a systemic irnplernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental liealth is more readily controllable, aud could potentially be 
provicled to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens slioulcl have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask tl-rat you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Porlland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Colette Gardiner 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as pad of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

hftp. øWww. chan ee. orq/pstitiolls/petitþl;¡þ]-1l-Uþ_l_iqrçúCy:qùtqlúAtrd:rryatgl.sup¡2b/­
fluoriclation. To responcl, click here 

8123/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:ColetteGardiner[mail@change.org
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From: maryscott[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 6:53 AM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the f'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and e ach of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care cal'e practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrn should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the community benef.rt versus the 
community risk fì'om such a systemic irnplementation ol'fluoricle. We believe the f,rrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation plograrn woulcl be better usecl for public outreach and 
education regarding dental healtl-r, inolucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and coulcl potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a tholough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to oonsent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people ol'Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a healtli relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review ancl vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Personal Health Choice 

mary scott 
PDX, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

h4p./u¿ww.chanee.qt'g/rcti sÊppüþld_y(alqsuppf 
fluoridation. To responcl, click here 

8t23t2012 

http:Change.org
http:benef.rt
mailto:maryscott[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla i"ffi5ffi3"k 

From: ShandraBauer[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Thursday, August 23,2012 6:29 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petitìon adclressecl to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizaticlns, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

f'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the 
cornrnunity risk from such a systemic irnplernentation ol'fluoride. We believe the fìrst ancl 

ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrn woulcl be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene ancl nutlition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the r'ight to vote on such an important issue . 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witliout a thorough 
public rcvicw and vctting. 

Sincerely, 

Shandra Bauer 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

http : //www. cl-ran ge. org/petitions/petitipn-fof -publi c-revi ew­
fluoridallion. To respond, click here 

8/23t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:ShandraBauer[mail@change.org


tluÞITOR Éftr!'i.'li FH ::5-Ï 

åffi$#åH 

August 22,2012 

Elected Offrcials serving the governed: 

I heard one young nursing mother voice opposition to the city Mayor and two 
Commissioners plan to spend $5 million to add Fluoride on camera for all of lO-seconds. 
I also watched citizens waving "No Fluoride" protest signs on the steps of City Hall. 
Which calls for the question. Where'are voices from the Malt Beveráge taste expects,
kidney dialysis medical professionals keeping their patient's alive, proãu""r, of trigh iech 
computer and cell phone wafers? As for my voice, I remember uoiing more than once in 
opposition to adding Fluoride in the public's drinking water. 

Factoid: "...Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just powers from the
 
consent of the governed." ... apparently with exception to three elácted officials
 
currently serving on Portland's City Council who have already approved spending $5

Million, payable on my water bills until hell freezes over.
 

Yes, like the guy on 620 Progressive Radio screaming, "I'm mad as hell.,,
 
... ME TOO!
 

Æ,,/,(u 
-


Mary Anádchwab 
605 SE 38th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97214-3202 

(s03) 236-3s22 
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Moore-Love, Karla :.--

From: Zale Chadwick[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,201210:31 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear PoÍland City Council,
 

I just signecl the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of tlie City
 
Commissioners.
 

We are a coalition olconcernecl citizens, parents, health care câl'e plactitioners, organizations,
 
and busincsses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program should nclt be implemented
 
without public consent.
 

'lhere is a growing body of scientifÌc literature that questions the comrnunity benefit versus the
 
conmunity risk l'rom such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first ancl
 
clngoing costs ol'such a fluoridation program woulcl be better used for publio outreach and
 
education regarding dental health, including clental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, ancl coulclpotentially be
 
provided to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal
 
or ordinance without a tl-rorough public review and vetting
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue.
 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlancl the right vote.
 

Thank you,
 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens
 

Pot1land sliould not b<: exposed to a health relatecl proposal or"ordinance without a thorough

public revicw and vetting.
 

Sincerely,
 

dcln't like toxic wasle
 

Zale Chaclwick
 
portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http.llw¡uwchangc-ptglp-ç1{ro¡shç1drqn-ûqtpuþl-ç.rçvLe-w o-Êpprtland--w_ât9r:srÐJl.y: 
lluoriclation. To respond, click here 

8/23/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:Chadwick[mail@change.org
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rì, 4j.85ti"fr"d'Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Malgosia Cegielski [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9;26 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water. Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Poflland City Council, 

I .just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Acìams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program siroulcl not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

'l'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fìuoride . We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a f'luoridation prograln woulcl be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarcling dental health, inclucling dental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

T'opical use of fluoride fbr dental health is more readily controllable, ancl could potentially be 
provicled to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of PoÍland shoulcl not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an imporlant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portlancl the right vote. 

l-hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed tcl a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

'I'he people of Portland have saicl 3 times they clon't want it. It's an industry give away, it is 
extremely toxic t<l human ancl animal health ancl the environrnent ancl it nakes me regret that I 
fòught for Sam Adams against the recall because I think he has been bought off on this issuc.
'I'iris iras nothing to clo with the well be ing of-chilclren nor their teetli. 

Malgosia Cegielski 
llorlland, Oregon 

Note: this ellail was sent as part of a lretition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 
on - fo r-p u_hl¡q*¡g vç v¿. atÊp_AlllApd:W4tçr:5¡¿pp ly_: 

fllelrdalia!. To respond, click here 

8/23120t2 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: JohnFeuerborn[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9:15 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program should not be in-rplemented 
without public consent. 

Thcre is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the community beriefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe tl-re first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridatiorl program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and coulcl poter-rtially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a liealth related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concernecl Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance witl-rout a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

John Feuerborn 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part ol'a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for'-public-review-of-portland-water-_s_Uppff 
fluoridation. To respond, cüchhçrc 

8/2312012 
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From: tracylivermore[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 B:52 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signecl tlie fbllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of tlie City 
Commìssioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizer-rs, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoriclation prograln should not be implernented 
without public consent, 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systernic implernentation of fluoride . We believe the first ancl 
ongoing costs of such a fìuoridation prograÍrl would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygierre and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance witliout a tliorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

tracy livermore 
lake oswego, Oregorl 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

þtþ://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-public-review_-oÊportland-water-supply­
flusudatlol. To respond, click here 

8/2312012
 

http:Change.org
mailto:tracylivermore[mail@change.org
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From: DarleneZimbardi [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 B:50 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just sigried the f'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of'tlie City 
Colnl-nissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health cal'e care practitioners, olganizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientif,rc litelature that questions the community benefit versus the 
cornmunity risk íì'orn such a systemic implementation of'fluoricle . We believe the fÌrst and 
ongcling costs of such a fluoriclation prograrn would be bettel used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarding clental health, inclucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provicled to those without dental healtli access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to conserlt, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue . 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincelely, 

Flouride is poison. I clcln't want it in our drinking water 

Dallene Ztnbardi 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started or-r Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/p_etitions/petition-for-pUblic-re*vicw-of-portlanúwate¡:t14tp1y_: 
fluoridatiqn. To responcl, click here 

8123/2012 

http://www.change.org/p_etitions/petition-for-pUblic-re*vicw-of-portlan�wate�:t14tp1y
http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla i"ffiffiffiåf 
From: Danielle Cornelius [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 B:35 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressecl to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Cornrnissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
cornrnunity risk from such a systemic irnplernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation program woulcl be better usecl for public outreach ancl 

education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more leadily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the riglit vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalitiorr of Concernecl Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a liealth related proposal or orclinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

l)aniellc Cornelius 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-supplv­
fluoridation. To responcl, click here 

812312012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-supplv
http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 3.SffitÌå* 
From: NinaScott[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 8:05 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlancl City Council, 

I just signed the f'ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Aclams and each of'the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be in,plemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body o1'scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk liom such a systernic irnplementation of fluoricle. We believe the first ancl 
ongoing costs of such a lluoridation program woulcl be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental liealth, including dental hygiene and nutritior-r. 

Topical use ol'fluoride fbr dental health is more reaclily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to thclse without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow tlie people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concernecl Citizcns 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public rcvicw and vctting. 

Sincerely, 

Our water is pure. For those interested in using fluoride topically, it is reaclily available. I believe 
the toxic influence of fluoride shoulcl be avoicled at all costs. 

Nina Scott 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

þtt2.4W¡4W.Shange.org/petiti :Sf-gSr{rud_W-alþLs*Ulply_ 
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8/2312012 

http:Change.org
mailto:NinaScott[mail@change.org
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From: CarrieTwigg[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 7:53 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition aclclressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioncrs, organizatior-rs, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irr-rplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifrc literature that questions the community benefit versus the
 
community risk frorn such a systetnic irnplernentation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and
 
or-rgoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrlr would be better used for public outreach and
 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal
 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concernecl Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or'ordinance without a thorougli 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Caruie Twigg 
Portlaud, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-suppl)¡­
fluoridation. To respond, click herg 

8/23/2012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-suppl
http:Change.org
mailto:CarrieTwigg[mail@change.org
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From: LynneGibbons[mail@change.org]
 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 7 .16 Plt/l
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject; Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation
 

Dear Portland City Council,
 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns ancl each of tlie City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, palents, liealth care cal'e practitioncls, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program shoulcl not be implemented 
without public oonsent. 

Therc is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the community benelit versus the
 
community risk frotn such a systemic irnplementation ol'fluoricle. We believe the lirst ancl
 
ongoing costs ol'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and
 
education legarding dental health, including dental hygiene ancl nutrition.
 

Topical use of'fluoride l'or dental liealth is more readily controllable, and coulcl potentially be
 
provided to those without dental healtli access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal
 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl shoulcl not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a tl-rorough 
public rcview and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Tireclof the government telling me what to do 

Lynne Gibbons 
Portland, Olegon 

Note: this email was sent as parl of a petition stalted on Change.org, viewable at 
ligp-lw¡rytryçbqtgt: .org/petiliçuts/petition-f'or-public-rcview-of-pertland-water-suppl)¡: 
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812312012 

http:Change.org
mailto:LynneGibbons[mail@change.org
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From: Patrick Buono [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 7:08 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of tlie City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concemed citizens, parents, liealth care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program sliould not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing bocly of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride . We believe the first and 
ongoirrg costs of such a fluoridation program would be better usecl for public outreach and 
education regarding clental health, including derrtal liygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to tliose without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related ploposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Buono 
Porlland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
lUp:¡¡www.ctiange.or ¡-Arrbliç:r,evicw-of-potland 
fluorid_ation. To respond, click here 

8t23t2012 

http:lUp:��www.ctiange.or
http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org


Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Dahra Perkins 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 6:19 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluorídation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signecl the following petition adclressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of cottcerued citizens, parents, health care carc practitioners, olganizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograrn should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of'scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation program would be better used fòr public outreach and 
eclucation regarcling dental health, ir,clucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of lluoride for dental health is more readily controllablc, and coulcl potentially be 
provided to those without dental healtli access. 

We believe the entire population of Portlancl shoulcl not be exposecl to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public revicw ancl vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow tlie people of Portlancl the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concemed Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
¡rublic review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I clo not think we have aclequate eviclence to show that the benefit outweighs the risk with 
fluoridation. 

Dahra Perkins, MD 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of'a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
Lr_tIp/W_lVW_,chaUgç-o_rdpCqlloqç_/llçlitro!:folpnbliq:rcy.LS¡V:af-perllAnd-¡¿atçLSgpply_ 
ûUSfi_ClêIta!. To respond, click here 

8t2312012 

http:Change.org
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From: loisfoster[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 6:15 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

I)ear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and eacir of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
aud businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implemented 
without public cousent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the
 
community risk frorn such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst ar-rd
 
ortgoing costs of such a fluoridatiotr program would be better used l'or public outreach alcl
 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and coulcl potentially be
 
provided to those without dental health access.
 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal
 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an imporlant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition ol' Concernecl Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough
public review and vetting. 

Sincere Iy, 

Any rnedical or dental treatnÌent irnposed by the governrnent is not a good idea. Infonnecl 
consent or denial ol'an eclucated public is what we need on the issue ol'adcling fluoricle to our 
pristine water supply. 

lois foster 
portlaucl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition startecl on change.org, viewable at 
http:lhvlvry-c"þnge.ore/petitions/petition-f'orl2u_bUç-review-of-portþnd-water-supllly­
.flusrrd-alip!.'l'o respond, gljçklerg 

812312012 

http:lhvlvry-c"�nge.ore/petitions/petition-f'orl2u_bU�-review-of-port�nd-water-supllly
http:change.org
mailto:loisfoster[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Kathleen Courian-Sanchez [arttoadl@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 23,201211:19 Alt/l 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Opposed to Fluoridation in Our Water 

Attachments : Opposition Fluoride. pdf 

Karla, 

I'rn puttirrg this lettel in thc bocly o'f'this crnail, as well as attaching a pcll', 1Ìl-easc otl your encl. Thank you! I also have scnt 

will clo that in thc noxt nlcssages to you. T-hanks agaiu. 

August 23,2012 

Dcar Mayol Aclauls and City Council Cotlnrissionels, 

August 23,2012 

Dcal Mayor Acl¿rms and City Council Comrnissioncls, 

I'rn a Portlancl resic{ent of.iust ovcr 5 years, uralliecl, rnother of a tlrr'ìving l0 ycar olcl son. Priol to living hcr-c wc livccl in 

theil w¿rtcr-3 timcs. 'l"liis clccision slioulcl not bc r¡adc by your organization, nor by thc city council, but by tlrc citizcns o1'Porll¿rncl 
a lonc. 

As nobel ancl ¡rliilanthropic as yout'vcnturc to help under¡rrivileged children's dcntal health is, your plan to fìuor.iclatc Portlancl's 
water is not thc solution. I havc otrly begun to do the rcsealch on fluoriclated watcr, ancl allì vel'y disturbed try nry fìndings. I 
cìidn't have a strorlg clcat-opiuion going in, othel than it's against nry constutiorral lights to have ¡leclication given to rne without 
try consetlt. I havc leacl Inatet'ials on all sicles of this issue: anti-fluoricle, CDC and EPA sitcs with stuclics ancl lcpor-ts, fluor-idc 
lìct shccts (which lists the clangcr to chilch'cn 0-8 fiorn ovel fluoliclation, Iink below), as wcll as inclc¡rcnclcnt rcscarcli studies, 
journal articles, newspaper covcragc. 

l'hcn rcacl about thc chcnricals thcrnsclves that are usecl in the fluoliclation process, and toxicology rcports. 

l'hc CDC site, which has links to studics lcgalding sicle aflccts linkecl to f'luolidc, statcs ovcrexposurc to l'luoritlc is most 
pt'cvalent i¡r chiltlren fioln 0-8, and with so r"rìany itelns containing {ìuoriclc thcsc cìays, aclding it to the rvatel is.just going to 
inct'casc thc chatrccs. I also lookcd at thc EPA stuclics. Thclc was a I{arvalcl stutly concluctecl that links 1'luoriclc usc to lorvcr. IQ. 
Also, it's being linkcd to thyroid ciiscase, canccr', blittlc boncs...... 

I.lcrc is a paragtaph ofl'the CDC sitc: "Chilclren unclel agc 8 ancl yourrgel exposccl to cxccssivc alnounts ol'1ìuoriclc h¿rvc ¿ur 

inct'casecl chance of dcvelo¡ting pits in the tooth enarnel. Excessivc consum¡ttiotr ol'{ìuolide ovcl'a lilttimc ntay incrcasc tlte 
likclihood ol'tronc fì'acturcs, an<J nray lcsult in eff'ects on bonc lcading to pain and tcnclcrness, a co¡ldition callccl skelctal 
ll uorosis. " 

Somc (all?) of the city council ¡nenrbers nristakenly think the fluoride r¡serl in water fluoriclatíon is "natural" or the same 
pharntace utical grade, li'DA approved, fìuoride used by tlcntists topically, prescribed in RX or that is in your lìuoride 
tooth¡raste. It is NO'l'TIìIì SAME! 

yor"rr clcntist, basctl on your child's agc, wcight, hcalth. It's toxic. It actually is el'lectivc t<¡rically, I gucss, at lcast that's whcn it's 
nrost cl'lictivc (l'rn c¡uestioning that altogcthcl now, honestly). It is not to bc ingestccl. 

'['he f]uoricle chernicals usccl f'or thc fluoriclation of thc watcr ¿ìr'e NO'!. the sâmc typc o1'lluoritle, it's Sodium Ilexafluorosilicate 

lotlcnticiclc. It hasn't been tested by the FIIA lrccausc it's not phalmaceutical gracle, ancl it's not bcing solcl as an irrgrcclient in a 

¡rrocluct so it lirlls outsiclc theil sco¡te ancl regulations. The EPA rcgulates how nruch of a "contaminallt" ca¡ bc adclccl ¡9 tlìe water 
systcrr, so thcy sct thc lilnits. l'hc llPA has lcccntly lowcrccl thc rnaxirnuur aulount acklecl to .7 - l.2rng flonr what it was bel'orc 
2-4mg lrccausc they arc cclnccrnecl about its safcty. So rnuch so, that thc EI)A scicntists want to clinrinatc its Lrsc aìtogcthcr., ancl 
thcy arc on their way, but that proccss is slow. Thc chemicals are a by-¡rroducts of manulacturing phosphatc f'ertiliz-er antl 
often contain arsenic and soruetinres contain lead, both l<norvn carcinogens.
'I'hese fluoridatiorl chenricals also releasc leatl into thc rvafer system at vcry high lcvels. l,ead poisoning has already beerr 
secn in school children in Seattle (nnd other cities in the US) because ofthe introduction ol'lìuoride chenticals into the 

812312012 
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[-'r'onr thc toxicology rc¡rolt: 

"Socli url Hexalìuolosi licate [CASIìN I (rä93-85-9] 
ancl [:luorosilicic Acid ICASRN l(r9(rl-83-4] 

Iìcvicw ol''l'oxicological Literature 

No. N0l-ES-65402 

13501 Rcsealch 'fi'iangle Palk, North Carolina 27709 

tlroloughly tcstcd for toxicity. 

Ap¡ralcntly, all pesticiclaÌ ploclucts had thcir registlations cancellctì ol thcy welc cìiscontinuccl by the carly 1990s. 

I egs. 

clcplction. 

fluolidc and silicon tetralìuoliclc) arc lclcascd. It also rcacts with mctals, ploclucing hyclrogen gas. 

lluorosilicatcs ancJ havc lbuncì applications irr cor.nurclcial launclry. 

all pesticiclal plotlucts had theil registlations cancellccl ol thcy wcle discontinuccì by thc cally 1 990s." 

I sincclcly hopc that you will lcacl cvcly wold ol'this rcport, not all thc siclc aflicts are in thc paragraphs helc. 

cnvilonnrcnt. -l'his 
is only a surall sarnpling of thc inlòr'mation that is out tìrcrc to bc rcad. 

812312012 
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INSISTTNG he usc thc watcr fbunrains!) 

rurorc. ) 

A c¡uotc fì'orn onc stucly: 

arrcl Coplan (1999,2000). "' 

systern in place, that is wolking. 

Univcrsity of Orcgon has clonc on thc iurpact ol'lluolidc oli salrnon. 

you respcct thc public cnough to clo thc rcsearch, inclucling what I have attached here. 

Itttp:ltatitnes lfO l¡lluor.l¿c-clr 
http://www.hcmlclnet.corn/alticlc/20 I 20324lOPIN 1ON03i703249995 
http://www.plweb.corn/r'elcascs/20 I I / I 0/plwcb8920905.hnn 
httrr://www.nteu280. olg/lssucs/Fluoriclc/NTËU2tì0-Fluoriclc. htrn 
lr$p:/iw-wur,særalltstap_¡ rss.qalull.rçadlinc/41359i Dlinkine*Wa!çr Flus¡iþljgr*A nosdþlçSkla_Grsq4cs.l 
http:i/www.voutubc.cour/watch'11'catur -c_:_plavcl cr¡becldcd&v=ViNN IwrnzTzl 
h ttp://www.nof'l uoridc. corn/Sa I nr on. clin 
h tþ://www.cdc. gor¡/fl u<¡'idation/làct shects/cwf_qa.htm# l 7 

'Ioxicology Rcpolt 200 I : 

Socliurn llcxalÌuorosil icatc ICAS IìN I ót193-85-91 and Fluorosil icic ... 
nt1¿¡þlr¡.nih.'rov/r1U/[Lrþr'çichu-n_þ!çkgl:aul](¿J!rL{rp$jli*!ç=sJrdJ' 

Sincerely, 

K¿rtltlccn Couriall-Sancllcz 

8/2312012
 

http:i/www.voutubc.cour/watch'11'catur
http://www.plweb.corn/r'elcascs/20
http://www.hcmlclnet.corn/alticlc/20
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Ar-rgust 23,2012 

I)ear Mayor Adan-ls and City Council Commissioners, 

Iìn a Portland resident of just over 5 years, marriecl, mother of a thriving 10 year old son. Prior to living here we 
lived in Southeru Oregon. Ibrtunately neither city l-ras fluclriclatccl water. As I'm sure you are aware, Portlancl has 
votecl down fluoriclating their water 3 times.'Ihis decision should not tre made byyour organization, nor by tl-re 

city council, but by the citizens of Portland alone. 

As nobel and philanthropic as your ver-ìture to help r-rnclerprivileged children's dental health is, your plan to flucl­
riclate Portland's water is not the solution. I have only begun to do the research on fluoridated water, and am very 
disturbed by rn1, findings. I didnt have a strong clear opinion going in, other than it's against my constutional 
rights to have medicatiou given to me withollt my consent. I have read materials on all sides of this issue: anti­
fluoride, CDC and EPA sites with studies ancl reports, flr-roride fact sheets (which lists the danger to cl-rildren 0-8 
fiom over fluoridation, Iink below), as well as independent research studies, journal articles, newspaper coverage. 

'lhen read about the chemicals thernselves that are used in the fluoridation process, and toxicology reports. 

the CDC site, which has links to studies regarding sicle affects linked to fluoride, states over exposure to fluoride 
is most prevalent in children fr"om 0-8, and with so l-nany items contairrir-rg fluoride these days, adding it to the 
water is just going to increase the chances. I also looked at the EPA studies. There was a Harvard study conduct­
ed that links fluoride use to lower IQ. Also, it'.s being linked to tl-ryroid disease, cancer, brittle bones...... 

Here is a paragraph offthe CDC site: "Children under age 8 ancl younger exposed to excessive amounts of fluo­
ride have an increasecl chance of developing pits in the tooth enamel. Excessive consumption of fluoride over 
a lifetime may increase the likelihood of bone fractures, and may result in effects on bone leading to perin and 
tenderness, a condition called skeletal fluorosis." 

Some (all?) of the city council members mistakenly think the fluoride used irr water fluoridation is "natural" 
or the same pharmaceutical grade, FDA approved, fluoride usecl by dentists topicall¡ prescribed in RX or 
that is in your fluoride toothpaste. It is NOT THE SAME! 

The fluoride that is found in toothpaste or fluoride tablets is sodiuln fluoride, pharmaceutical grade, it'.s been 
tested and approved by the IrDA. It comes with a warning label "Do not swallow" "if swallowed call for medical 
help'l The tablets are monitored by your dentist, based on your child'.s age, weight, health. It's toxic. It actually is 
effective topicall¡ I guess, at least that's when it's rnost effective (I'rn questioning that altogether now, honestly). lt 
is not to be ingested. 

'Ihe fluoride chemicals used for the fluoriclation of the water are NO f the same type of fluoricle, it's Sodium 
I{exafluorosilicate ancl Fluorosilicic Acid, inorganic chemical compound contaminants, that previously were 
usecl in insecticides, pesticides and rodenticicle. It hasn't been tested by the FDA because it'.s not pharmaceuti­
cal grade, and it's not being solcl as an ingreclient in a product so it falls outside their scope ancl regulations. 'Ihe 

IìPA regulates how much of a "contaminant" can be added to the water system, so they set the limits.'lhe EPA 
lras recently lowerecl the maximum amount added to .7 - 1.2rng from what it was l¡efor e 2-4ng because they are 
concernecl about its safety. So much so, that the EPA scientists want to eliminate its use altogether, and they arre 

on their wa¡ but that process is slow. The chemicals are a by-proclucts of rnanufacturing phosphate fertilizer 
ancl often contain arsenic and sometimes contain lead, both known carcinogens. 

These fluoridation chemicals also release lead into the water system at very high levels. Lead poisoning has 
already been seen in school children in Seattle (ancl other cities in the LfS) because of the introcluction of 
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fluoricle chernicals into the water system. See the irnpacts of lead on chilclren from The Franklin Institute, 
http ://www.fì.edu/learn/brain/metals.htrnl#children 

From the toxicology report: 

"Sodium Ilexafluorosilicate ICASIìN 16893-85-9] 
and Fluorosilicic Acid ICASRN 16961-83-4) 

Iìeview of lbxicological Literature 
Prepared for Scott Masten, Ph.D. National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences P.O. lJox 12233 Iìesearch 
Tì'iangle Park, Nortl-r Carolina 27709 Contract No. N01 I1S-65402 

Submitted by Karen E,. Haneke, M.S. (Principal Investigator) lìonr-rie L. Carson, M.S. (Co-Principal Investigator) 
Integrated Laboratory Systerns P.O. Box 13501 Iìesearch Triangle Park, North Carolina 27709 

Sodium hexafluorosilicate and fluorosilicic acid were nominated for toxicological testing basecl on their wide­
spread use in water fluoridation ancl concerns that if theyare not cornpletely dissociatecl to silica and fluoride 
iu water that persons drinking fluoridated water may be exposed to corlpounds that havc not been thoroughly 
tested for toxicity. 

'lhe BPA refers to these che micals as "contaminents'] They are used in the commercial launclrl, business, in 
enamels for china and porcelain....metallurg¡ glue, ore flotation, leather and wood preservatives, insecticides, 
rodenticides, during the rnanufacture of pure silicon, as a gelling agent of molded latex foam. Apparentl¡ all 
pesticidal products had their registrations cancellecl or they were discontinued by the early 1990s. 

Its affect ou humans: (lascs of sodium hcxafluorosilicate ingestion reportecì symptoms such as acute respira­
tory failure, ventricular'lhe effects of long-term exposure to fluorosilicic acid are changes in bone, corrosivity of 
the lnucous membranes (e.g., ulceration of the nose, throat, and bronchial tubes), coughing, shock, pulmor-rary 
edema, fluorosis, cona, and even death. In rvorkers engaged for approximately 30 years in the production of 
phosphate fertilizers, nine out of the 50 observed workers had increased bor-le densities. When swallowed, severe 
irritation of the lungs, nose, and throat can occur, as well as severe damage to the throat and stomach. tachy­
cardia ancl fibrillation, hypocalcemia, facialnumbness, diarrhea, tachycardia, enlarged liver, and cramps of the 
palms, feet, and legs. 

In animals: Sodium hexafluorosilicate poisoning has been reported in domestic animals (cattle, sheep, a horse, 
and a pigeon). Animals exhibited drowsiness, constipation, loss of appetite, paresis of the rullten, severe ab­
dorninal pain, and diarrhea. Sheep also exhibited grinding of the teeth (an indication of pain) and frothing at the 
mouth in most cases of lethalpoisoning, while the horse also hacl bradycarclia. In a study in which sheep were 
orally adminislered technical sodium hexafluorosilicate (25,50,200, 1500, and 2000 rlg/kg; 0.13,0.27,1.06, 
7.976, and 10.63 r'nmol/kg) via stomach tube, the animals exhibited si¡nilar syrnptoms. Animals died 6 days after 
administration of 200 rng/kg and 2.5 hours after administration of 2000 mg/kg. When a dairy herd of 600 ani­
nrals was acutely poisoned from railcar contamination of feed, 95o/o of thc animals had ciecreased neuromuscular 
translnission.'Ihe poisoning resembled calcium depletion. 

When heated to decornposition, sodium hexafluorosilicate releases toxic fumes of hydrogen fluoride and sodium 
oxicle, while contact witl'r metals releases hyclrogen gas. In water, the cornpound readily dissociates to soclium 
ions and hexafluorosilicate ions and then to hydrogen gas, fluoride ions, and liydrated silica. At the pH of drink­
ing water (6.5-8.5) and at the concentration usually used for fluoridation (l rrrg fluoride/L), the degree of hydro­
lysis is essentially 10070. Ilh,rorosilicic acid is a moderately strong acid that can corrode gìass ancl stoneware. I.ike 
its salt, its clegree of hydrolysis is essentially 100% in drinking water, ancl when reactecl with stearn or watcr or 
when heated to decomposition or highly acidified, toxic ancl corrosive fumes of fluoricles (e.g., hydrogen fluoride 

http:0.13,0.27,1.06
www.f�.edu/learn/brain/metals.htrnl#children


and silicon tetrafluoride) are released. It also reacts with metals, producing hydrogen gas. åffiffi#å* 
The rrajor use of sodium hexafluorosilicate and fluorosilicic acid is as fluoridation agents for drinkingwater. So­
dium hexafluorosilicate has also been used for caries control as part of a silicophosphate cement, an acidic gel in 
combination with nonocalcium phosphate monohydrate, and a two-solution fluoride mouth rinse. Both chemi­
cals are also used as a chemical intermediate (raw rnaterial) for aluminum trifluoride, cryolite (Na3AlF6), silicon 
tetrafluoride, and other fluorosilicates and have founcl applications in comrnercial laundry. 

Other applications for sodium hexafluorosilicate include its use in enamels/enamel fi'its for china and porcelain, 
in opalesceut glass, metallurgy (aluminum and beryllium), glue, ore flotation, leather and wood preservatives, 
and in insecticides and roclenticides. It has been used in the manufacture of pure silicon, as a gelling agent in 
the production of molded latex foam, and as a fluorinating agent in organic synthesis to convert organodichlo­
rophosphorus compounds to the corresponding organodifluoropl-rosphorus compound. In veterinary practice, 
external application of sodium hexafluorosilicate combats lice and mosquitoes on cattle, sheep, swine, and poul­
tr¡ and oral administration combats roundworms and possibly whipworrls in swine and prevents clental caries 
in rats. Apparently, all pesticidal proclucts had their registrations cancelled or they were discontinued by the early 
1990s." 

I sincerely hope that you will read every word of this report, not all the sicle affects are in the paragraphs here. 

Needless to sa¡ after reading this report (along with my other research), I would never allow niy chilcl to con­
stlllìe ally atltouut of these toxic chemicals, nor run the risk of him being exposed to high lead in the drinking 
water lrecause of its leaching affects. The chemicals used for water lluoridation release lead from old pipes into 
the water, of which Portlancl has many. As with many "drugs" (I use that te rm loosely), the adverse sicle affects 
don't shclw themselves until years down the road, which is nctw the case with fluoriclated water. More ancl more 
cities are reversing the use of fluoridation because they have done the research. The EPA wants to issue a man­
date to bring added fluoridation to ZIIRO because they know tlie harmful affects to humans, animals and the 
environmeut.'fhis is only a small sampling of the information that is out there to be read. 

Regarding leacl and fluoridation from Tamara Rutrins, Executive I)irector, I.ead Safe America F-oundation (http:// 
wrvw.leadsafeanerica.org/) states: "Fluoride in the water systern leads to increasecl lead leeching from fixtures 
ancl pipes aud increased lead absorption by chilclren. It increases the risk of brain darnage clue to lead that chil­
dren (like mine) are Inore likely to get in a city like Portland where such a large percentage of the housing stock 
is older. 

As you already likely know - lead has been found in unsafe levels in the pipes in Portland Public Schools (spe­
cifically those leading to the water fountains) as wellas a large percentage of hornes in Portland. I have alreacly 
butted heads with school oficials for not changing the water fìlters under the fountains with suflìcient frequency 
and then subsequently not allowing my son to keep a water bottle of fresh lìltered lead-free water at his clesk 
(with one teacher INSISTING he use the water for"rntainsl) 

If the City of Portland contalninates the water supply witÌr fluoride and increases children's exposure to leacì-I 
would anticipate that some parents rnight feel compelled to sue the City for increasing lead- exposure-related 
health impairments their children suffer (autism spectrum symptoms, A.D.l)., A.D.H.D. & more.) 

A quote from one stucly:
 
"lhis toxicologicalstud¡ which describes the more than cloubling of leacl levels in blood and other tissues when
 
hyclrofluosilicic acici is present with other leacl sources, is additionally significant for its confirmation of the find­
ings of epidemiological studies involving a combined 400,000 chilclren published by Masters and Coplan (1999,
 

http:wrvw.leadsafeanerica.org
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Sodium fluoride (the FDA approved form of fluoricle), is available and distributecl currently to allschoolchildren 
through PPS in topical ancl tablet form. It'.s a system in place, that is working. 

I agree that underprivileged children need our help. What you ¿ìre proposing is not the solution, and actually 
would be causing darnage to the verychilclren you âre attempting to help (read the affects of over fluoridation on 

comntunities of color, as well as leacl exposure), and the rest of tl-re population of Portland, not to mention the 

environment and wildlife. We need to move away fror-n bandage answers to large systemic society problems. Our 
communities need access to consistent dental care and education-in oral hygiene and in nutrition. Most, if not 
all, tlre problerns dentists see in children'.s teeth are preventable at best and minirnizedat worst, by dental care, 

eduction and proper nutrition. Medication is prescribed by doctors and dentists and is based on the patient's age, 

health and weight and monitored by the professional in the medical field. Mass fluoridation distributes a "one 

size fits all'l to every man, wonan, child and pet. 

So far,I havent even touched on the environmeutal irnpact, but have included an article about the studies that 
Paul F.ngelking, a chemistry professor at University of Oregon has done on the irnpact of fluoride on salmon. 

'lliis is not right, it is unethical, and I hope ),ou clon't rrove forward with this proposal. At the ver¡, le¿51, I n'oulcl 

like you to present documentation from the chen-rical companies that proves these chemicals are safe (the pro­
fluoride groups do not have this information, we want toxicology reports from the chemical manufacturers), 
with long term studies and impacts on hurnan and animal health. Since you are promoting sornething tl-rat puts 
people'.s health in danger, I hope you respect the public enough to do the research, including what I have attached 

here. 

http://latimesblogs.latimes.com/greenspace/2011/01/fluoride-drinking-water-regulations.html 
http://www.heraldnet. co ml article I 20120324 I OPINION03/70 324999 5 

http://wwwprweb,com/releases/20 i I / I 0/prwebB920905.htm 
http://www.nteu2B0.org/Issues/Fluoride/NTEU280 - Fluoride.htm 
http://www.sacramentopress.com/headline/45359/Drinking-Water-Fluoriclation-A-Roaclblocl<-to-Greenness 
lrttp://wrvw.youtube.com/watch?fe¿¡u¡g=player-e mbeddecl&v=ViNNIwnzTzl 
http ://www nofl uoride. com/Salmon. cfm 
http ://wrvw. cdc. gov/fl uuridation/fact-sheets/cwf-qa.htrn# I 7 

Toxicology Iìeport 2001 : 

Sodium Hexafluorosilicate ICASRN 16893-85-9] and Fluorosilicic ... 

ntp.niehs.nih.gov/ntp/htdocs/chern-background/.../fluorosilicates.pdf 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen Courian -Sanchez 

http://www.sacramentopress.com/headline/45359/Drinking-Water-Fluoriclation-A-Roaclblocl<-to-Greenness
http://www.nteu2B0.org/Issues/Fluoride/NTEU280
http://wwwprweb,com/releases/20
http://www.heraldnet
http://latimesblogs.latimes.com/greenspace/2011/01/fluoride-drinking-water-regulations.html
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"I)oes Fluouride in Drinking Water Hurt Your Brain?" "å"Õ*þJ# 

by Dr. Keith Ablow is a psychiatrist ancl member of the Fox Nervs Medical 

Article published August 22,2012 

Read more:http://www.foxnews.comlheaIthl2012l0Sl22/does-fluoride-in-drinking-water-hurt-your-
brainl#ixzz24JGY04hW 
"Back in 201l, the EPA reversecl course ancl lowered the recommended maximum amount of fluoride in drink­
itrg water ciue to clata that the lcvels then being allowed put kids at risk of clental fluorosis--streaking and pitting 
of teeth due to exccssive fluoride, which also puts tooth enamel at risk. 

this conclusion was a discorclant note arridst all the accolades fluoride had won, startir-rg with the discovery dur­
ing the 1940s that people who lived near water supplies containing naturally occurring fluoride had fewer cavi­
ties in their teeth. A massive push ensued, with govemment and industry encouraging cities and towns to aclcl
 
fluoride to water supplies.
 

Related: Dental health linked to clementia risk 

Now, questions about the irnpact of fluoride on mentalhealth are growing and can no longer be ignored, 

A recently published I larvar-ci study sl-rowed that children livir-rg in areas witli highly fluoridatecl water have 'lsig­
nificantly lower" IQ scores than those living in areas where the water has low fluoride levels. In fact, the study 
analyzed the results of 27 prior ir-rvestigations and founcl the following, among other conclusior-rs: 

* Fluoride rnay be a developmental neurotoxicant that affects brain development (in children) at exposures much 
below those that cause toxicity in adults. 

* Iì.ats exposed to (relatively low) fluoride concentrations in water showed cellular changes in the brain and in­
creased levels of aluminum in brain tissue. 

Other research studies in animals link fluoride intake to ilre development of beta-anyloi.l plaques (the classic 
finding in the brains of patients with Alzheimer's dementia). 

And research on fluoride also has irnplicated it in changing the structure of the brains of fetuscs, negatively irr-r­
pacting the behavioral/neurological assessment scores of newborns and, in animal studies, irnpairing memory. 

'lhis information is very importaut, from a psychiatric standpoint, because we have rvitnessecl rising rates of 
attention deficit disorder, major depression, dementia and many otl'rer psyciriatric illnesses since the 1940s, and 
because the United States (which fluoridates a much higher percentage of its drinking water than most countries, 
including lìuropean nations) has sorne of the highest rates of mental disorders in the world--by a wide margin. 

It is not clear, of course, that fluoride is responsible wholl¡ or even in small lrìeasllre, for these facts, but the con­
nection is an intriguing one, especially in light of the new I-Iarvard study. 

Given the available data, I would recommencl that children with learning disorders, attention deficit disorcler, 
dcpression, attention-deficit clisorder or other psychiatric illnesses refrain fron clrinking fluoridated water, and 
consult a dentist about tlrc most effective way of delivering suflìcient fluoride to tlie teeth clirectly, rvhile rnir-ri­
rnizing absorption by the bocly as a whole--and the brain, specifically. 

Dr. Keith Ablow is a psychiatrist and rrember of the lrox News Medical A-Team. Dr. Ablow can be reached at 
ill fo @keith ablow. com." 



Moore-Love, Karla 
38 S ti f s 

From: 
Sent: 

Kathleen Courian-Sanchez [arttoad'1 @gmail.com]
Thursday, August 23,201211.21 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: Forgot attachment 

Attachments: fluorosilicates. pdf 

fluorosilicates.pd 
f (206 KB) 

Hi Karla, 

I forgot to attach a toxicology report on the chemicals used for water fluoridation, could you submit this to 
public record? Thank you, also could you forward it to all the council members? Appreciate it. 

Thank you. 

Kathleen Sanchez 

http:fluorosilicates.pd
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'l'oxicological Sumnrary lbr Sodium Hcxafluorosilicatc ll6fl93-85-91 and I.-luorosilicic Acid ll696l-S3-41 l0/01 

Executive Summary 

Nomination 
Sodium hexafluorosilicate and fluorosilicic acid were norrinated for toxicological testing based 
on their wides¡rread use in water fluoridation and concems that if they are not cornpletely 
dissociatecl to silica and fluoride in water that persons drinlcing fluoridated water may be exposed 
to compounds that have not been thoroughly tested for toxicity. 

Nontoxicological Data 
Analysis and Phvsical-Chemical Properties 
Analytical methods for sodiurn hexafluorosilicate include the lead chlorofluoride method (for 
total fluorine) and an ion-specific electrode procedure. The percentage of fluorosilicic acid 
content for water supply service application can be determined by the specif,rc-gravity method 
and the hydrogen titration method. The American Water Works Association (AWWA) has 
specifìed that fluorosilicic acid contain 20 to 30Vo active ingredient, a maximuru of l%o 

hydrolìuoric acid, a maximum ol'200 mg/kg heavy metals (as lead), and no amounts of soluble 
mineral or organic substance capable of causing health effects. Iìecently, single-coìurnn ion 
chromatography with conductometric detection and sodium hydroxide-rnethanol-water eluent 
was used for the simultaneous detennination of fluorosilicic acid, Ca2*, Mg'*, Al3*, Cl", and NOr­
and successfully applied to the analysis of mineral water and composite tablets. 

When heated to decomposition, sodium hexafluorosilicate releases toxic fumes of hydrogen 
fìuoride and sodium oxide, while contact with r-netals releases hydrogen gas. In water, the 
compound readily dissociates to sodium ions and hexafluorosilicate ions and then to hydrogen 
gas, fluoride ior.ts, and hydrated silica. At the plI of drinking water (6.5-8.5) and at the 
concentration usually used for fluoridation (1 mg fluoride/L), the degree of hydrolysis is 
esserrtrally 100%. Fluorosilicic acid is a moderate ly strong acid that can corrode glass ancl 
stolteware. Like its salt, its degree of hydrolysis is essentially 100% in drinking water, ancl when 
reacted with stealn or water or when heated to decomposition or highly acidified, toxic ancl 
corrosive 1'umes of fluorides (e.g., hydrogen fluoridc ancl silicontetrafluoride) are releaseil. It 
also reacts with metals, producing hydrogeu gas. 

Commercial Availabilit)¡. Production. and Uses 
Sodium hexafluorosilicate is usually commercially available in technical ancl C.P. grades; it was 
lorrnally available in insecticicles of up to -98o/o purity such as granular baits. A typical product 
contains 59.34% fluorine and a maxinrum of 0.50%o each of water moisture, water-insoluble 
matter, and heavy metals (as lead). Iìluorosilicic acid is commercially available as aqueous 
solutions (up to 70%) in technical and C.P. grades. A typical product contains a rnaximum of 
23o/o of the zrcid, a minimum of 18.22% fìuorine, a naximum of 0.02% heavy metals (as lead), 
and <1.00% hydrofluoric acid. Many U.S. producers and suppliers are available for both 
compounds (over 20 for each). Bulk producers/suppliers include Lucier Chemical Industries ancl 
Creanova Inc. 

Sodium hexafluorosilicate is produced by treating fluorosilicic acid with sodium hydroxide, 
sodium carbonate, or sodium chloride; all<alinity is adjustecl to avoicì the release of the fluoricle. 
lì'luorosilicic acicl is mainly produced as a byprocluct of the manul'¿rcture of phosphate fertilizers 
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where phosphate rock is treated with sul{iric aoicl. It can also be nade by the reaction of sulfuric 
acid on barium hexafluorosilicate, apatite, or fluorite (fluorspar). 

The latest availatrle frgure for U.S. production ol'sodium hexafluorosilicate is 19,600 metric tons 
(43.2 million pounds) in 1984. In that san'ìe yearl 3000 metric tons (6.61 million pounds) was 
irlported. In 1995, ten phosphate rock processing plants produced 55,900 metric tons (123 
rnillion pounds) of fluorosilicic acid as a byproduct. In 1999,ten plants again reported on the 
production of fìuorosilicic acid :rs a byproduct from phosphate rock processing; 69,200 metric 
tons (153 rnillion pouncls) was ¡rroduced. 

'Ihis wâs all almost 3%o increase in output fi-clrn the 

previous year. 

The rnajor use of sodium hexafluorosilicate ancl fluorosilicic acid is as fluoridation agents for 
drinking water. Sodium hexafluorosilicate has also been used for caries control as part of a 

silicophosphate cement, an acidic gel in courbination with monocalcium phosphate rnonohyclrate, 
and a two-solution fluolide mouth rinse. Both chemicals are also used as a chenrical 
intermediate (raw material) for alnminum trifluoride, cryolite (NarAlF¡,), silicon tetrafluoride, 
and other fluorosilicates ancl have I'ound applications in commercial laundry, 

Other applications f'or sodium hexaf'luorosilicate include its use in enarnels/enamel frits for china 
and porcelain, in opalescent glass, metallurgy (aluminum and beryllium), glue, ore flotation, 
leather and wood preservatives, and in insecticides and rodentioides. lt has been used in the 
manufacture of pure silicon, as a gelling agent in the production of molded latex I'oam, and as a 

fluorinating agent in organic synthesis to convert organodichlorophosphorus cornpounds to the 

corresponding organoclifluorophosphorus compound. In veterinary practice, external application 
of sodium hexafluorosilicate combats Iice and mosquitoes on cattle, sheep, swine, and poultry, 
and oral administration combats roundworns and possibly whipworms in swine and prevents 
dental caries in rats. Apparently, all pesticidal products had their registrations cancelled or tliey 
were discontinued by the early 1990s. 

Irluorosilicic acid is used in the tanning of anirnall-lides and skins, in ceramics and glass, in 
teclrnicalpaints, in oilwell acidizing, in the manuÍ'acture of hydrogen fluoride, for the 

sterilization of ecluipment (e.g., in brewing and bottling establishments and for copper and brass 
vehicles), and in electroplating. It is also employed as an irnpregnating ingredicnt to preserve 
wood and harden masonry and for the removal of mold as well as rust and stain in textiles. 

Ilnvironmental Occurrence and Persistence 
lìluorosilicic acid (30-35%) can readily be recovered in the hydrogen fluoricle process from the 

silicon tetrafluoride-containing plant vent gases, as well as from wet-process phosphoric acid 
plants. ìn the manufacture of phosphate fertilizer in Central Florida, fluorides and radionuclides 
(radiun-r and uranium) are released as toxic pollutants. During the acidulation process, radon gas 

can be released and carried into the fluorosilicic acid, while poloniurn can be captured cluring the 
scrubbing process and combined with fluoricle. 

Iror drinking water fluoridation, the maxinruul use level (MUL) for socliun'r hexafluorosilicate is 

2 mglL; for fluorosilicic acid, the level is 6 n-rg/L of a 25u/o fluorosilicic acid solution. Both 
values correspond to a fluoride concentration of 1.2 mglL, which is below the U.S. 
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Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA's) Maximur-n Contaminallt Level (MCL) of'4.0 mg/L 
and the Secondary Maxirnum Contaminant Level (SMCL) of 2.0 nglL. The National Sanitation 
F-oundation (NSIr) has established a Maximurn Drinking Water Level of l6 mg/L for silicates 
and a Maximunr Allowable Level (MAL) of 1.2 mg fluoride/L for its certified products used in 
drinking water. 

I-Iurnan Exposure 
Potential exposlrre to sodium hcxafluorosilicate and fluorosilicic acid is via inhalation ancl eye 
and skin contact. Another route for the former compound is ingestion. Although current clata 
indicate that silicofluorides are used in over 9200 U.S. water treatment systems, serving over 120 
rnillion individuals, exposure via drinking water is expected to be minin'lal since both compouncls 
hydrolyze almost con-rpletely under these conditions. 

In the workplace, exposul-e to both chemicals is possible during their manufacture, 
transpoftation, or use in water trcatrncnt. In the National lnstitute for Occupational Safety ancl 
I-lealth (NIOSH) 1983 National Occupation Exposure Survey (NOES), 19,556 employees were 
potentially exposed to sodium hexafluorosilicate, while 10,867 were potenrially exposed to 
fluorosilicic acid. 

Regulatiqru 
Workers treating agricultural products with insecticides such as weevil baits and persons usiug 
roach baits and other insecticidal products containing sodium hexafluorosilicate in the home may 
have been exposed by inhalation or the skin, and by hand-to-mouth contact. In the United States, 
all pesticide uses of sodium hexafluorosilicate have been cancelled. (It is noted that its use as an 
insecticide is currently listed in the 2001 |tarnt Chemicals Handbook,wh\ch does not note 
discontinuation of the product Safsan.) Both sodium hexafluorosilicate and fluorosilicic acirJ arc 
Iisted in Section 8(b) of the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA; chemical inventory section). 
Both are also exempt frorn reporting under the Inventory Upclate Rule (i.e., Partial Updating of' 
the TSCA Inventory Data Base Procluction and Site Reports [40CFR, Section 7 l0(b)]). The 
Occupatiottal Safety and l-lealth Adrlinistration (OSFIA) and American Conference of 
Governtnental lndustrial Llygienists (ACGIFI) have established an eight-hour tirle-weightecl 
average (TWA) of 2.5 mgltn3 fluorides, as fluorine, for work place exposure. NIOSII has also 
recommended an air exposure level to inorganic fluorides of 2.5 rng F/m3 br-rt as a ten-hour 
TWA. 

Toxicological Data 
IIU¡ual naø 
Chronic exposure to sodium hexafluorosilicate dust at levels above the eight-hour TWA can 
result in severe calcific¿ttion of the ribs, pelvis, and spinal column ligaments; effects on the 
enzyme systern;pulmonary fibrosis; stiffiress; irritation of the eyes, slcin, and rnucous 
lrembranes; weight loss; atrorcxia; anernia; cachexia; wasting; and dental effects. Long-term or 
repeated exposLrre to the skin can result in skin rash. A probable oral lethal dose of 50-500 
mg/kg, classified as very toxic, has been reported for a 150-pound (70-kg) person receivirrg 
between I teaspoon and I ounce of sodium hexafluorosilicate. Cases of sodium 
hexafluorosilicate ingestion reportecl symptoms such as acute respiratory failure, ventricular 

lu 
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tachycardia and fibrillation, hypocalcemia, facial numbncss, dian'llea, tachycardia, enlarged 
liver, and cramps of the palms, feet, and legs. 

The symptoms of inhalation of fluorosilicic acid include buming of the eyes and rìLrmbness 

arouncl the lips. Synrptoms clo not necessarily occnr inrmediately;they can appear 24 hours after 
exposure. A spill incident of the chemical on an interstate in I"lorida, covering an area 600 feet 
long and 60 fuet wide, resulted in the visit of more than 50 people to hospitals. lndividuals 
complained of skin and respiratory irritation, including burning in the throat, and he adaches. A 
man riding in a truch with his anr out the window experienced burning on his f'orearnr. 'Ihe 

efftcts of long-term exposure to fluorosilicic acid are changes in bone, corrosivity o1'the mucous 
membranes (e.g., ulceration of the nose, throat, and bronchial tubes), coughing, shock, 
pulmonary ederla, fluorosis, conla, and even cleath. In workers engaged for approximately 30 
years in the production of phosphate fèrtilizers, nine out of the 50 observed workers had 
increased lrone densities. When swallowed, sevel'e irritation of the lungs, nose, and throat can 
occul', as well as severe damage to the throat and stomach. A probable oral lethal dose of 50­
5000 mg/kg, classified as very toxic, has been reported for closes between I teaspoon and I 

ounce for a 15O-pound (70-kg) person; a probable oral lethaldose of 5-50 mg/kg, classifred as 

extremely toxic, has been reported for doses between 7 drops ancl I teaspoon for the same 
individual. 

Cl-rer-nical Disposition. Metabolisrn. and Toxicokinetics
 
In a fernale chemical plant worker who ingested sodium hexafluorosilicate in a suicide attempt,
 
fluoride levels in serum and fresh urine were 5. 130 and 235.60 mg/dm3, respectively, on day 2 of
 
hospitalization; treatment with calcium compounds (calcium carbonate and calcium
 
lactogluconate) imrnediately returned levels to normal. ln 50 workers engaged for
 
approximately 30 years in the production of phosphate fertilizers and exposed to gaseous
 
fluoride (hydrogen fluoride, silicon tetrafluoride, ancl fluorosilicic acid), urine fluoride excretion
 
ranged lìom l.0 to 9.6 mg F /L (controls: 0.3 to L2).
 

In rats fed a diet containing 0.16% soclium hexafluorosilicate supplemented in a corn-soybean
 
oilnreal-casein ration ad libitunt for 22-23 clays, the average anounts of fluorine werc 94.4 r-ng in
 
feces and 9l .9 mg in urine. The rnean amount of fluorine absorbed was 65. lo/o and that retained
 
was 31.001,.
 

ììluorine concentrations in stomach/rumen contents, nrine, and blood serum have beelr
 
determined in domestic animals experiencing sodiurn hexafluorosilicate poisoning. Significantly
 
elevated levels were initially found, which decreased with time.
 

Acute Toxicit)¡
 
In mice, an oralLDso of 70 rng/kg (0.37 mrnol/kg) for sodium hexafluorosilicate was reportcd.
 
ln rats, oral LDso values of 125 and 430 ng/kg (0.665 and2.29 mmol/kg, respectively) were
 
calculated, while a TDro of 248 rr-rg/kg (1.32 mmol/kg) was calculated. A subcutaneous LI)¡o ol'
 
70 mglkg (0.37 mmol/kg) was also repoÍed in the anir-nals. In rabbits, the oral LD50 value was
 
125 mglkg (0.665 mrnol/kg). In guinea pigs, an LC¡-o value of 33 mg/kg (0.18 mrnol/kg) for
 
sodium hexafluorosilicate was observed; additionally, an oral LD-so of 200 rng/kg (1.39 mmol/kg)
 
was reported for fluorosilicic acid.
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Sodium Hexafluorosilicate: Mice orally given sodium hexalìuorosilicate (70 mglkg;0.37 
mmol/kg) exhibited toxic effects in the peripheral nerves, sensation, and in behavior. ln rats, an 
oral dose (248 mglkg; 1.32 mmol/kg) adrninistered internrittently for one month ¡rroduced toxic 
effects in the kidney, ureter, and/or [rladder, as well as nusculoskeletal and biocl-relnical effects. 
Using guinea pigs, inhalation experiments ( l3-55 rng/m3 l1 .7 -7 .2 ppml sodium 
hexafluorosilicate in air for >6 lrours) resulted in pulmonary irritation; the lowest concentration 
that cat¡sed death was 33 rng/rn3 (4.3 pprn). 

When sodium hexafluorosilicate (500 mg; 2.66 mmol) was applied to the sl<in of adult rabbits, 
mild irritation occurred. When applied to the eyes (100 rlg; 0.532 mmol), severe irritation was 
observed; following a four-second rinse, the effect was still severe. 

Sodium hexafluorosilicate poisoning has been reported in domestic animals (cattle, sheep, a 
horse, and a pigeon). Anirnals exhibited drowsiness, constipation, loss of appetite, paresis of tlie 
rumell, severe abdorninalpain, and diarrhea. Sheep also exhibited gririding of the teeth (an 
indication of pain) and fi-othing at the rnouth in most cases of lethal poisoning, while the irorse 
also had bradycardia. In a study in which sheep were orally administered technical sodiun-r 
hexafluorosilicate (25,50,200,1500, and 2000 mg/lcg; 0.13, 0.27,1.06,7.916, and 10.63 
rnmol/kg) via stomach tube, the animals exhibited similar symptoms. Animals died 6 days after 
administration of 200 mg/kg and 2.5 hours after administration of 2000 mg/kg. When a dairy 
herd of 600 animals was acutely poisoned from railcar contamination of feed, 95Vo of the 
animals had decreased neuromuscular transmission. The poisoning resembled calciunr depletion. 

F'luorosilicic Acid; ln rats orally given fluorosilicic acid (430 mg/kg; 2.98 mnrol/kg), 
somnolence and/or general depressed activity was observed. Other rat studies with fluorosilicic 
acid (single oral doses of 215, 464, 1000, and 2 100 rng/kg l1 .49, 3 .22, 6.939, and 14.57 
mmol/kg]) led to its classification as "l-noderately toxic." Percutaneous administration of the 
compound (amounts not provided) in rats, guinea pigs, and pigs resulted in continuously 
spreading necrosis in the deeper regions of injured skin. I{ypocellular necrosis, consisting of 
sharp leukocyte detnarcations, and edema up to the subcutis were also observed. ln rabtrits, it 
was corrosive to tlie skin (0.5 mL [4 mol] for l,24,or' 72 hours) and eyes (0.1 nil- [0.8 mol] 
instilled into left eye). 

S)¡ner gi stic/Anta goni stic Ilffects 
llluoride, administered in the form of sodium hexafluorosilicate, had a strong alf'rnity for calciun-l 
and ntagnesium. When orally given to she ep via a stornach tube at doses of 25, 50, 200, I 500, 
and 2000 mg/kg, increased changes in serum calciurn and magnesium levels were observed at 
thc two highest doses within 30 minutes after dose administration. At 200 rng/kg, recovery of 
both levels occurred after hve days. With the 1500 ng/kg dose group, changes in phosphorus 
and sugar levels in wliole blood were also significantly incr:eased. 

Gcnotoxicily 
Sodium hexafluorosilicate was negativc in the Salmonella/microsome test (concentrations up to 
3600 g/plate, -S9), the micronucleus test on nìouse lrone marrow (37 .2 mg/kg; 0. I 98 
mnrol/kg), and in the Baci.llus subtilis rec-assay systern (0.001-10 M; lB8 g/rnl-1.9 g/rril-). 

http:mglkg;0.37
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The compound (0.25 ntM;47 g/mL) did not incluce sex-linked recessive lethal mutations in 
l)roso¡tÌtilu. 

Other Data 
Withìri one week after beginning work in a foam rutrber plant, a 23-year-old rnan exhibited skin 
lesions consisting of "dif{irse, poorly delineated, erythematous plaques with lichenoid papules 
ar-rd large pustules" on his anns, wrists, thighs, and trunk. Although scratch and patch tests with 
sodiunr hexafluorosilicate (2o/oaqueous) were uegative, tests iu rabbits (to¡lical application of a 

1, 5, 10, and25(% solution) showed the oompound to be.a pustulogen. 

No short-term or subchronic exposure, chronic exposure, cytotoxicity, reproductive toxicity, 
teratology, carcinogenicity, or initiation/promotion studies were available. 

Structure-Activity Relationships
 
Iror the same fluorine content, sodium fluoride, sodium hexaflnol-osilicate, cryolite (NajAlF¡,),
 
and bariurn sulfate were observed to have the same extent of chronic fluorine intoxication in rats.
 
Amuronium fluoride, potassium fluoride, barium fluorosilicate, potassium fluorosilicate, and
 
sodium fluorosilicate exhibited the same acute toxicity as sodium fluoride in the animals.
 

ln a comparative study ol'absorption and excretion of fluorine in rats fed sodium fluoride, 
calcium fluoride, and sodium hexafluorosilicate, the percent fluorine retained was the same for 
the two sodium compounds. Several experiments on growing rats orally given 5, 10, l 5, 25, and 
50 pprn fluorine as sodium fluoride or sodiuin hexafluorosilicate for 90-100 days found no 
differences in the quantity of fluorine deposited and the contents of ash, calcium, and phosphorus 
in the incisor teeth, molar teeth, mandibles, and femurs. Furtirermore, there were no differences 
in the percent of ingested fluorine retained in the body, and a combination of sodium silicate (15 
pprn silicon) with sodium fluoride (25 ppm fluorine) did not affect the amount of fluorine 
deposited. The growth rate was nonnal in allrats. A separate study using litters of femaie 
weanling Osborne-Mendel rats that were given 50 ppm fluorine as sodium fluoride or 
ammoniurn f'luorosilicate in dlinking water for 99 days observed similal results. 
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1.0 Basis for Nomination 
Sodium hexafluorosilicate and fluorosilicic acid were nominated for toxicological testing based 
on their widesplead use in water fluoridation and concems that if they are not completely 
dissociated to silica and fluoride in water that persons drinking fluoridated water may be exposed 
to cornpounds that have not been thoroughly tested 1'or toxicity. 

2.0 Introduction 

Sodium l-lexafl uorosiiicate
 

I l 6893-85-e]
 

F-\ 
F-

LF 
)si+*


F-'- | -F-

F­

@ZNa+ 

Fluorosilicic Acid 
il 696 r -83-41 

F­
Iì-r |.p­

)si4 u 

F'- | -F-
F­

e¡2 Il+ 

2.1 Chemical Identification and Analysis 
2.1.1 Sodium Hexafluorosilicate
 
Sodiur.n hexafluorosilicate ([Na2Silì6]; mol. wt. : 188.06) is also called:
 

Dcstruxol applcx
 
l)isodium hcxafl uorosil icate" b d
 

Disoclium siIicolluoride
 
Ilns-zenl weevil bait
 
HN t' 1,501
 

lìluorosilicate clc sodium
 
ll'luosiIicatc dc so<liuur
 

Ortho ealrvig bait
 
Ortbo weevil bait
 
Proclan
 

Prodan (pesticide)
 
PSC Co-Op wcevil bait
 
Safsan
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Saluf'er
 
Silicate (2-), hexafìuoro-, disodium (8CI, 9Cl)
 
Silicon sodium fluoricle" b''
 

Sodium fluoride silicate
 
l'Socliurn fluorosil icate" 


Soclium fluosilicatc' b'"
 

Socliurn hexafl uosilicate
 
Sodium silicofluoriclc''t'
 
Soil ium silicon fl uoriclc'tt'
 
Sr.rper prodan
 
rJN2674 (DOT)
 

May be wlitten as the lollowing: "witlrout any a¡rpencletl fonnrrla; t'wilh 
Na2SiF(, a¡rpended in parentheses, cwith SiNâ2I'6 

Sources: IISDB (2000b); Iìegistry (2000); IITECS (2000); SANSS (2000) 

Other CAS lìegistr-y Numbers (CASRNs) that have been used for the compound are 13 l0-02-l , 

1344-04-3,12656-12-1,39413-34-8, 221114-64-7 (Registry, 2000). CASRNs for the hydrates 
are 10213-l9-3 (pentahydrate), I5630-83-8 (hexahydrate),27121-04-6 (octahydrate), and 135l7­
24-3 (nonahydrate). AOAC (Association of Official Analytical Chemists) Method 945.05 has 

been used to detect fluorine as sodiurn lrexafluorosilicate in pesticide forrnulations (HSDB, 
2000b). The chemical coniposition of sodium hexafluorosilicate used in water supply service 
applications can be determined by test procedures specified in AWWA (American Water Works 
Association) 8102-99 (AWWA, 1999). 

2.1.2 Irluorosilicic Acid
 
Fluorosilicic acid'([ì2SiF6]; mol. wt. : 144.11) is also called:
 

Dihydrogen hexafl uorosil icatc"''
 
FKS
 
Fluosilicic acicl""r 16CI¡
 
I{exafluorosilicic acid
 
l-lexallìrorosilicatc (2 ), clihydrogen
 
Ilexalluosilicic acid
 
ì-lydrofÏ"rorosi licic aci cl'"
 
lJycù'ofl uosilicic aciil"''r
 
l-lyclrogen hexafl uorosilicatc" h
 

Ilyclrogen hexalluorosi licic
 
I lydrosilicofl uoric acid"'"
 
Sand acid"''
 
Silicate (2 ), hexafìuoro-, dihydrogen (8CI, 9CI)
 
Silicic acid (ll2SiFó)
 
Silicofluoric acid"'
 
Silicolluoridc
 
Silicon hexafl uoricle clihydride
 
uN1778 (DOT)
 

appenclecl in parentheses. 

Sources: I-ISDB (2000a); Ilegistry (2000); RTECS (2000); SANSS (2000) 
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Otlrer CASRNs that have been used for the compound are 1309-45- 1 ar,d 12672-61-2 (Registry, 
2000). Total fluorine in fluorosilicates can be detected by the lead chlorofluoride method. ln air, 
an ion-specifrc electrode proceclure with a range of 0.05 to 475 nlg fluoride/ln3 has been used 
(HSDB, 2000a). The percentage of fluorosilicic acid content for water supply service 
application can be deterrnined by the specific-gravity rnethod and the liydrogen titration method 
(specified in AWWA 8103-94); the latter is the pref'en'ed rnethocl, since the former procedure 
provides a "very rough estimation." AWWA has specified that fluorosilicic acid must contain 20 
to 30o/o active ingredient, a maxinum of 1o/o hydroflr-roric acid, a maximuln of 200 mg/kg heavy 
metals (as lead), and no an'ìounts o1'soluble mineral or organic substance that can cause health 
effects (AWWA, 2000; I{SDB, 2000a). Analyses of tap water treated with silicofluorides (e.g., 
samples from Seattle, Vy'A, San Francisco, CA, and lrt. Collins, CO) have revealed insignil-rcant 
lead and arsenic levels (CSDS, 2001). Recently, single-column ion chrornatography with 
conductometric detection and sodiur-n hydroxide-methanol-water eluent was used for the 
simultaneous determination ol'fluorosilicic acid, Ca2n , Mg"', Al3*, Cl-, ancl NO¡-; the detection 
linrit for the anion of the aoid was 1.25 x 106 M. lt was successfully applied to the analysis of 
mineral water and composite tablets (Xu et aI.,2001). 

2.2 Physical*Chemical Propertics 
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ln alkaline tlediutl, fluorosilicate solutions are readily liydrolyzed; in acidic conditions, silicon 
tetrafluoride and hydrogen fluoride are released. Thermal decomposition of fluorosilicates 
releases gaseous silicon tetrafluoride and fomrs solid fluoride. When heatecl to cleconrposilion, 
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sodium hexafluorosilicate releases toxic fumes of l-rydrogen fluoride and sodiun-r oxide; contact 
with metals can release hydrogen gas (FISDB, 2000b; NICNAS, 2001). 

Irluorosilicic acid is a moderately strong acid that can corrode glass and stoneware. At about l9 
'C, a 60-70(% solution solidifies, forming crystalline dihydrate. A 13.3"1¡ solutlon rnay be 
distilled without decomposition. Fluorosilicic acid is deliquescent that is, it absorbs rnoisture 
from the air and becomes liquid (llSDB, 2000a). It produces toxic and corrosive fumes of 
fluorides (e.g., hydrogen fluoride and silicon tetrafluoride) rvhen reacted with water or steam or 
when the oompound is heated to decomposition or highly acidified with sulfìrric acicl (l-lSDIl, 
2000a; NICNAS,200l). lt also reacts with many metals, producing hydrogen gas (I{SDB, 
2000a; LCI, Ltd., undated-a). 

Aqueous Cliemistry 
In water, the compound readily dissociates to sodium ions and hexafluorosilicate ions. At the pfl 
of drinking wafer (6.5-8.5) and at the concentration usually used for fluoridation (l mg 
fluoricle/L), essentially 100% of sodium hexafluorosilicate dissociates to fluoride ions and 
hydrated silica (Crosby, 1969; Urbansky and Schoclc,2000). In a quasi-constant cornposition 
titration study using high concentrations of hydrogen ion (ll+) and calciurn ion (CaZ'), the 
promoting effect of Ca2'n on the hydrolysis of sodium hexafluorosilicate was observed to be 

stronger than the inhibiting effect of H+, thereby causing faster hydrolysis at low pH (Iìidelman 
and Chow, l99l). 

Na2SiF6(aq) +4 H2O a I{F(aq) + 2NaF(aq) + Si(Oll)a(aq) 

ln water, fluorosilicic acid readily hydrolyzes to liydrofluoric acid and various forms of 
amorphous ar-rd hydrated silica. At the concentration usually used for water fluoridation,99o/o 
lrydrolysis occurs and the pH drops to 4.2. As pII increases, hydrolysis increases. At the pll of 
drinking water, the degree of hydrolysis is "essentially 100%" (Crosby, 1969; Urbansky and 
Schocl<, 2000). 

H2SiF6(aq) +41-l2O 6llF(aq) + Si(Oll)a(aq) 

2.3 Commercial Availability 
Sodium hexafluorosilicate is availatrle as granular bait and in technical and C.P. grades. It is 

usually commercially availalrle as -98o/o pure (LISDB, 20001]). A typical product contains 
59.34% fluorine and a rnaxirnuni of 0.50o/o each of moisture as water, water-insoluble matter, 
and heavy metals (as lead) (LCl, Ltd., 2000b). Chemical producers include Cherntech Products 
hic. (Alorton, IL), IMC-Agrico Company (Faustina, LA), and Kaiser Aluminum and Chemical 
Corporafion (Mulberry, FL) (SRl Int., 2000). Lucier Chemical Industries produces and sliips 
sodium hexafluorosilicate in 25-kg bags and 50-pound bags (LCI, Ltd., 2000b). lt is supplied by 
GIrS Chemicals ìnc. (Powell, Ol{) and Spectrum Chernical Manufacturing Corporation 
(Gardena, CA) (Cherncyclopedia Online, 2001). Chem Sources (2001) has identifred 24 
suppliers of the compound; bulk suppliers include Creanova Inc. (Somerset, NJ) and Seal 

Chemical lndustries (Newport Beach, CA). RIMI Chemicals Company Ltd. formulates the 
chemicalas the product Safsan (Famr Chem. IJandbook,2001). 
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lrluorosilicic acid is comrnercially availatrle as aqueous solutions of 5, 10, 15,20,25,30,34, and 
60-10% in technical and C.P. grades (HSDB,2000a). A typicalproductcontains aminimum of 
23o/o of the acid, a minimum of 18.22o/o flnorine, a maximum of 0.02% heavy metals (as lead), 
and <1.00% hydrofluoric acid (LCl, Ltd.,2000a). It is produced by Cargill Fertilizer, Inc. 
(Riverview, FL), Cherntech Products Inc. (Alorton, lL), lìarmland I{ydro, L.P. (Bartow, IrL), 
IMC-Agrico Cornpany (Faustina, LA; Nichols, lìL; South Pierce, FL; Uncle Sam, LA), PCS 
Phosphate Company, Inc. (Aurora, NC), Royster-Clark Inc. (Americus, GA; Florence, AL, 
IJartsville, SC), ancl lJ.S. Agri-Chemioals Corporation (Fort Meade, FL) (SRI Int., 2000). 
Cargill Fertilizer, Inc. produces fluorosilicic acid as a primary nntrient (Farrn Chem. Hanclbook, 
2001). Another producer, Lucier Cherrical Industries (Jacksonville Beach, FL) ships its product 
in tank cars, tank trucks, and drums (LCl, Ltd., 2000a). Chem Sources (2001) has identified l6 
suppliers of fluorosilicic acid; bulk suppliers include Creanova Inc. (Sornerset, NJ), Fluka 
(Milwaukee, Wl), and Spectrum Laboratory Products, Inc. (Gardena, CA). Under the name 
hydrofluorosilicic acid 156977 -41-01, it is sr"rpplied by Alfa Aesar/Johnson Matthey (Ward Ilill, 
MA) and Solvay lìluorides lnc. (St. Louis, MO) (Cherncyclopedia Online,200l). 

3.0 Production Processes 
Sodium hexafluorosilicate is produced by the neutralization of fluorosilicic acid with sodiuni 
hydroxide, sodium carbonate, or sodium chloride under vigorous agitation. The amount of the 
alkali is controlled so as not to result in the fluoride (IìSDB, 2000b). 

Iìluorosilicic acid is mainly produced as a byproduct of the manufacture of phosphate fertilizers 
where phosphate rock, containing fluorides and silica or silicates, is treated witìr sulfuric acid. 
The gases released, hydrogen fluoride and silicon tetrafluoride, are sprayed with water in 
condensing towers or drawn into a series of scrubbers and dissolved in rvater, forming an 
aqueous solution of fluorosilicic acid (CSDS, 2001 ; Irarm Chem. I{andbook, 2001; NICNAS, 
2001). This is the crude fonn of fluorosilicic acid; the purified form is obtained by distillation ol' 
the crude aoid or by reacting pr"rre silica with hydrofluonc acid. The cornpound can also lre madc 
by the reaction of sulfuric acid on barium hexafluorosilicate (l-lSDB, 2000a). Furthermore, 
fluorosilicic acid is mannfactured by the reaction of apatite and/or fluorite (fluorspar) witli 
sulfuric acid (LCI, Ltd., 2000a). Its production lì'om phosphoric acid producers supplements 
fluorspar as a clomestic source of fluorine (Miller, 1995, 1999). 

4.0 Production and Import Volumes 
The latest available figure for U.S. production of sodium hexafluorosilicate is 19,600 metric tons 
(43.2 millionpounds) in 1984. In that sarne year,3000 metric tons (6.61 rnillionpounds) was 
imported (I-lSDB, 2000b). 

ln 1995, ten phosphate rock processing plants produced 55,900 metric tons (123 million pounds) 
of fluorosilicic acid as a byproduct. Of this aurount, 45o/o was used in water fluoridation, directly 
or as tlre sodiurn salt, while 34o/o went toward tlie prodr.rction of aluminum trifluol'ide and20o/o 
went toward other uses (Miller, 1995). In 1999, ten plants again reported on the production o1' 
fluorosilicic acid as a byproduct from phosphate rock processing; 69,200 metric tons (153 
million pounds) was produced, and 69,100 rnetric tons ( I 52 rnillion pounds) was sold or used. 
This was an almost 3(% increase in output from the previous year. The amollnt used l'or water 
fluoridation was 34, 900 metric tons (5 I %), while 19,000 rnetric tons (27o/o) was used for 
alutninutn trifluoride production, and 15,300 metric tons (22o/o) was used for other uses such as 
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sodium hexafluorosilicate production (Miller, 1999). The latest figures are dcfinitely an increase 
corìrpared to the 1975 and 1976 U.S. production of the acid at 30,000 metric tons (66 rnillion 
pounds) frorn phosphoric acid manufacturing. No import data were found (llSDts, 2000a). 

5.0 Uses 
The major use of sodiurn hexafluorosilicate and fluorosilicic acid is as fluoridation agents for 
clrinking water (IISDB, 2000a,b; Urbansky and Schock, 2000). They have been added to water 
since the mid-1940s to ¡rrevent tooth clecay (Chem. Mark. Rep., 2000). Sodium 
hexafluorosilicate has also been used for caries control as part ofa silicophosphate ceurent and as 

an acidic gel in combination with monocalcium phosphate monohydrate (Jinks et al., 1982 abstr.; 
Takagi et al., 1992). As part of a two-solution fluoride mouth rinse, it resulted in enhanced 
remineralization of human enarnel lesiol'ls and root lesions (Takagi et al., 1997; Chow et al., 
2000). 

Both chemicals are also used as a chemical intermediate (raw nraterial) f'or alurninum trifluoride, 
cryolite (NarAlli¡,), silicon tetrafluoride, and other fluorosilicates (llSDB, 2000a,b). In acldition, 
they have found applications in colnnlercial laundry; sodium hexafluorosilicate acts as a laundry 
souring agent and the acid acts as a neutralizer for alkalis (LCl, Ltd., 2000a,b). 

Other applications ftrr sodium hexafluorosilicate include its use in enarne ls/enamel frits l'or china 
and porcelain, in opalescent glass, metallurgy (aluminum and beryllium), glue, ore flotation, 
leather and wood preservatives, and in insecticides and rodenticides (e.g., moth repellent and for 
the control of Noctuid larvae [i.e., cotton leafworms, rnole crickets, grasshoppers, locusts, crane 
flies, earwigs, and sowbugsl) (I{SDB,2000b;LCI, Ltd.2000b; Farm Chem. I-landbook,200l). 
It has been used in the manufàcture of pure silicon and as a gelling agent in tlre Dunlop process 
(production of molded latex foam) (I-ISDts, 2000b). Recently, it has been used in organic 
syntliesis as a fluorinating agent to convert organodichlorophosphorus colxpounds to the 

corresponding olganodifluorophosphorus cornpound in low to moderate yields (up to 75%) 
(lìarooq, 1998). In veterinary practice, externally applied sodium hexafluorosilicate has been 

used to combat lice and mosquitoes on cattle, sheep, swine, and poultry. It has beeri given orally 
to combat roundworms and possitrly whipworms in swine and added to lèed (50 ppm) to prevent 
clental caries in rats (ljSDII, 2000b). Sodiurn hexafluorosilicate is listed as an oral care agent on 
the lnternational Nomenclature of Cosmetic Ingredients inventory established under a European 
Comnrission Directive (961335IEC) (lNCl, I998). 

Fluorosilicic acid is used in the tanning o1'aninial hidcs and skins, in ceramics and glass (glass 
etclring), in technical paints, in oil well acidizing, and in the manufacture of hydrogen fluoride. 
It is also employed as an inrpregnating ingredient to preserve wood and harden masonry and for 
the removal of rnold as well as rust and stain in textiles. It has been used lòr the sterilization of 
equipment (e.g., in brewing and bottling establishments and for copper and brass vehicles) as 

well as in electroplating (HSDB,2000a; LCI, Ltd., 2000a). A typical electrolyte contains 95 glL 
free fluorosilicic acid (King and Ramachandran, 1995). ln the electrolytic lefining of lead, the 
electrolyte contains 33u/o of the acid (l{owe, l98l). 

6.0 BnvironmentalC)ccurrenceandPersistencc 
In the hydrogen fluoride process, fluorosilicic acid (30-35u/o) can readily be recovered from the 
silicon tetraflnoride-containing plant veut gases, which are absorbed in water. lt can also be 
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recovered from wet-process phosphoric acid plants and then processed to forrn hydrogen fluoride 
(Srrrith, 1994; Woytelc, 1980). ln this prooess, 45-60% gaseous fluorine compounds are 
recoverable. The fluorosilicic acid is usually disposed of by converting it into inert and harmless 
waste products; usually, neutralizatiou with limestone or milk of lime is clone to precipitate the 
acid as a mixture of calcium fluoride and silica. Iìowever, small amounts of poisonous fluorine 
conrpounds remain in the effluent (Denzinger et al., 1979). 

The manufacture of phosphate fertilizer in Central ìr'lorida releases not only fluorides as a toxic 
pollutant but also l"adionr"rclides. Iìadium w¿ìstes come from the filtration systenìs. Uranium and 
its decay-rate products are found in the phosphate rock and fertilizer as well as the byproduct 
fluorosilicic acid. During the wet-process procedure, trace amounts of both radium and uranium 
are captured in the scrubbers and therefore are in the fluorosilicic acid. During the acidulation 
process yielding phosphoric acid, radon gas in the phosphate pebbles can be released and carriecl 
into the fluorosilicic acid, while polonium can be captured during the scrubbing process and then 
can conrbine with fluoride (Glasser, undated). 

The Ccnters for Disease Control (CDC) and EPA recommended levels for fluoride in drinking 
water ranges from 0.6-l.2 pprn (CSDS, 2001). For drinking w¿ìter fluoridation, the rnaximunr 
use level (MUL) for sodium hexafluorosilicate ís 2 mglL; for fluorosilicic acid, the level is 6 
mg/L of a 25o/o fTuorosilicic acid solution. Both values correspond to a fluoride concentration of 
l.2mglL, which is below the U.S. EnvironmentalProtection Agency's (EPA's) Maximum 
Contaminant Level (MCL) of 4.0 rng/L and the Secondary Maxirnum Contaminant Level 
(SMCL) of 2.0 mglL. Although llPA has no MCL for silicate in drinking water, the National 
Sanitation Foundation (NSF) has established a Maximum Drinking Water Level of l6 mg/L for 
silicates. For NSF Certified Ploducts used in drinking water, the Maximum Allowable Level 
(MAL) for fluoride is 1.2 mglL; the MUL of the products ranges l'rom 4 to 6.6 mglL (NSF Int., 
2000a). At its plant in Riverview, FL, Cargill Fertilizer, Inc. had an MUL of B nig/L sodium 
hexafluorosilicate (equivalent to l.2mglL fluoride) for fluoridation (NSF Int., 2001). While the 
rnajority of 29 rnanufacturers of fluorosilicic acid had an MUL of 6 nglL, a levelof 6.6 mg/L 
was rìeasured at tlie IMC-Agrico Company plant at Uncle Sam, LA. [The Ilydrite Chemical 
Company's MUL was 1.7 mglL at three plants, while the American Development Corporation 
had an MUL of 4 ntglL at two plantsl (NSIr Int., 2000b). 

7 .0 H uman lixposure 
Potential exposure to sodium hexafluorosilicate is via inhalation of dusts, ingestion, and eye and 
skin contact (l-lSDB, 2000b). The main routes of entry of fluorosilicic acid are inhalation and 
eye and skin contact (I{SDB, 2000a; LCl, Ltcl., undated-a). 

Exposure to sodium hexafluorosilicate is possible l'rom its use to control crawling insccts iu 
homes and work buildings. The chemical has "high inherent toxicrty," and children nray iugcst 
the material from crawling on the floors of treated houses (U.S. IIPA, 1999). 

ln 1992,5876 U.S. pr,rblic water suppliers were using fluorosilicic acid and 1635 utilities were 
using its sodium salt for water fluoridation, serving greater than 80 and 36 million persons, 
respectively (Urbansky and Schock, 2000). Currently, silicofluorides ar"e used in over 9200 U.S. 
water treatment systems, servirrg over 120 million indivicluals (CSDS, 2001). Exposure via 
drinking water is, however, expected to l¡e minimal, since at concentrations used in water 
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fluoridation and at the nomal pl-I of clrinking water, both compouncls hydrolyze âlmost 
completely (see Section 2.2) (Url:ztnsky and Schocl<, 2000). At equilibrium, tl'ìe 

hexafluorosilicate remaining in drinl<ing water is estiniated to be <<l parts per trillion (Urbansl<y 
and Schock, 2000). In addition, exposure to impurities in the fluoridating agent is judged to be 

of low liealth risk when properly treated water is ingested. For example, in fluorosilicic acid, 
iron and iodine are usually below the levels considered useful as a dietary supplement; the 
phosphorus level is leported to be insignifìcant; and silver is usually <4 parts ¡rer septillion in thc 
fluoridated water (CSDS, 2001). 

In the workplace, exposure to both cheuricals is possible during their manufacture, 
transportation, or use in water treatment (llSDB, 2000a,b). In the NIOSIJ 1983 National 
Occupational Exposure Survey (NOES) of 8057 facilities, 74 industries, and 60 occupations, 
19,556 employees were potentially exposed to sodiunr hexafluorosilicate; the total number of 
female errployees potentially exposecl was22,185. ln the 1983 NOES of 1758 facilities, l9 
industries, and l5 occupations, 10,867 employees were potentially exposed to fluorosilicic acid; 
the total number of females potentially exposed was 2068 (RTECS, 2000). 

8.0 Regulatory Status 
Under EPA's Federal lnsecticide, Fungioide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), sodium 
hexafluorosilicate as a pesticrde was subject to registration or re-registration in 1988 (lìTìlCS, 
2000). ln August 1995, the act was amended, eliminating fluorosilicate compounds from the 
registration list and their sale for pesticide use (40Cf'R153, Subpart H) (U.S. EPA, 1995). In the 
United States, all pesticide uses have been cancelled (U.S. EPA, 1999). The registrations of 
insecticide formulations containing 0.18% to 98.5(% sodium hexafluorosilicate, some on the 
marhet since the late 1940s, were carlcelleci in the late 1980s and early 1990s. Target organisrns 
included roaches, moths, and weevils. Other cancelled fluorosilicate products were f'olmulated 
with sodium aluminum fluorosilicate or aluminum fluorosilicate (NPIRS",2001). [It is noted 
that the use of sodium hexafluorosilicate as an insecticide is currently listed in the 2001 ltarnt 
Chenticals Handboolc (see Section 5.0).] Both sodium hexafluorosilicate and fluorosilicic acid 
are listed in Section 8(b) of the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA; chemical inventory 
section). Botli are also exenrpt from reporting under the Inventory Upclate Rule (i.e., Partial 
Updating of the TSCA lnventory l)ata Base Production and Site Reports [40CFR, Section 
710(b)l) (TSCAINV,2000). The Occupational Safety and Iìealtli Achninistration (OSI{A) and 

American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists (ACGIH) have established an 

eight-hour tirne-weighted average (TWA) of 2.5 mg/n,3 fluorides, as fluorine. OSI{A has 
establislied this Permissible Exposure Limit (PEL) for the general industry (29CIìR1910.1000), 
construction (29CFR1915.1000), shipyard (29CIrR1926.55), and federal contracts (4lCIìR50­
204.50). The ACGIII short-term excursior"r limit (STEL) recommendation is that excursions in 
worker exposure levels may exceed three tirnes the thresholcl limit value (TLV)-TWA for no 
more than 30 minutes during a work day and not exceed five times the T'LV-TWA, provided that 
the TLV-TWA is not exceeded. ACGlll has listed fluorides, zts fluorine, as "44 nol 
classil'rable as a hunan carcinogen" (FISDB, 2000b; RTECS, 2000). NIOSH has also 
recomrnenderJ an air exposure level to inorganic fluorides of 2.5 rng lì/m3 but as ¿r ten-hour TWA 
(RTITCS, 2000). 

http:29CIrR1926.55
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9.0 Toxicological Data 
9.1 General Toxicology 
Chronic ingestion of excessive amounts of fluoride produces osteosclerosis and mottled tootlt 
enamel. Chronic exposure increases osteotrlastio activity as well as the density and calcilÌcation 
of bone (Gilman et al., 1980; cited by I'ISDB, 2000a). 

9.1.1 Iluman Data 
Soclium Hexafl uorosil icate 
Chronic exposure to dust at levels above the PEL orTLV can result in severe calcilìcation of the 
rib, pelvis, and spinal column ligaments; effects on the enzyme system; pulmonary fibrosis; 
stiffness; irritation of the eyes, skin, and mucous membranes;weight loss; anorexia; anenria; 
cachexia; wasting; and dental effects. Long-term or repeated exposure to the skin can result in 
skin rash (LCl, Ltd., undated-b). Contact with the molten forms of the chemical may cause 
severe burns to the skin and eyes (llSDB, 2000b). 

The clinical signs and symptoms after ingestion of soluble fluoride salts occur in the following 
five stages: (l) salty or soapy taste, salivation, nausea, abdominal trrain, vomiting, (bloody) 
diarrhea, dehydration, and thirst; (ll) muscle weakness, trerrors, and in rare instances transient 
epileptif'orrn convulsions, which rnay lead to central nervous depression; (lll) shocl< 
characterized by pallor, weak and thready pulse, shortness of'breath, weak heart sounds, wet ancl 
cold skin, cyanosis, dilated pupils, followed by death in two to four hours; (lV) when death has 
not oocurred, paralysis of lnuscle deglutition, carpopedal spasrl1, and spasm of extremities; and 
(V) occasionally localized or generalized urticaria. A probable oral lethal dose of 50-500 rlg/kg, 
classified as very toxic, has been reported for a 15O-pound (70-kg) person receiving between I 

teaspoon and I ounce of the chemical (Gosselin et al., 1976; cited by llSDB, 2000b). 

A girl (2.5 years old) who irrgested sodium hexafluorosilicate "developed acute lespiratory
 
làilure, a prolongcd AT interval, ventricular tachycardia and fibrillation, hypokalcmia,
 
lrypocalcernia (3 to 4 ngl100 rnl,), and aspiration pneumonia" (Ellenhorn et al., 1997; citecl by
 
IISDB, 2000b). In a suicide attempt, a fetnale chetnical plant worker (32 years olcl) who
 
ingested three teaspoclns ol-soclium hexal'luorosilicale inimediately began vomiting, and then
 
cxperiencecl facial uumbness, diarrhea, diaphoresis, muscle spasms, wcakncss, abcìominal pain,
 
dyspuea, shallow brealhing, ancl crarnps of the palms, feet, and legs. Tachycardia and tacliypnea
 
were obselved. After l2 hours, generalized weakness ancl enlargernent of the Iiver continued.
 
1ì'eatment with calciunl coll'ìpounds (calciurn carbonate initially; calcium lactegluconate lbl'ten
 
days after lifc-thrcatcning synrptoms liad dirninished) resultcd in rccovcry within 2l days (Dadcj
 
et al., l9B7).
 

F'luorosilicic Acid
 
Contact with tlie molteu forms of fluorosilicic acid lÌlay cause severe burns to the skin and eyes.
 
It is also extremely corrosive to the respiratory tract (Ilawley, I 98 I ; citecl by I{SDB, 2000a).

'l-lie syrnptoms of inhalation inclucle burning of the eyes and nurnbness al'ound the lips.
 
Symptoms do not necessarily occur immecliately; they can appear 24 hours after exposure.
 



gffiK ffiåY 
'l'oxicologicrl Sunrnrary tor Sodium llcxafluorosilicatc [(rll93-ll5-91 and l'luorosilicic Acid ll696l-{13-41 r0/0t 

Orithenorningof Septernber6, l994,atanl<ertrucl<s¡rilling4500gallonsof fluorosilicicacid 
on Interstate 4 near Deltona, Florida, covering an area 600 feet long and 60 feet wide, resulted in 
the evacuation of approximately 2300 people from their homes into shelters. Later in the day, 
fumes were detected in the Deltona Woods neigliborhood; because the acid could be carried by 
the wind, everyone within a mile radius was evacuated, which included 1,750 people in Orange 
County and 500 people in Deltona. More than 50 people went to hospitals, complaining of skin 
and respiratory irritation, including burning in the throat, and headaches. An individual riding in 
a truck with his arm out the window experienced burning on his forearm (Lancaster, 1994). 

The effects of long-term exposure to fluorosilicic acid are changes in bone, corrosivity of the 
mucous membranes (e.g., ulceration of the r1ose, throat, and lrronchial tubes), coughing, shoclc, 
pulmonary edema, fluorosis, coma, and even death (LCl, Ltd., undated-a). ln a study of 50 
workers engaged for approximately 30 years in the production of phosphate fertilizers, the 
concentration of gaseous fluoride (hydrogen fluoride, silrcon tetraf'luoride, and fluorosilicic acid) 
ranged from 0.04 to 0.17 mg/m3. Nine workers haci increased bone densities (Fabbri et al., 1978; 
cited by I-lsDB, 2000a). 

When swallowed, severe irritation of the lungs, nose, and throat cau occur, as well as severe 
danrage to tl-re throat and stomach (LCI, Ltd., undated-a). A probable oral lethal dose of 50-5000 
nglkg, classified as very toxic, has been reported for doses between I teaspoon and I ounce for a 

1SO-pound (70-kg) person; a probable oral lethal dose ol'5-50 mg/kg, classifìed as extreme ly 
toxic, has been reported for doses between 7 drops and I teaspoon for the same individual 
(Gosselin et al., 1984; cited by HSDB, 2000a). 

9.1.2 Chemical Disposition, Metabolism, and f'oxicokinetics 
In a female chetnical plant worker who ingested sodium hexafluorosilicate (see Section 9. I . I ), 
fluoride levels in serum and urine (fresh) were 5.130 and 235.(t0 mgldrn3, respectively, on clay 2 
of hospitalization. Treatment with calcium compounds (calciurn carbonate and calciuln 
lactogluconate) irnmediately returned levels to normal. The lòllowing day, the levels dropped to 
0.399 and 15.39 mg/dm3, respectively; by clay 20, the levels were 0.067 and 0.87 mg/dm3, 
respectively (Dadej et al., 1987). 

In 50 workers engaged for approxinrately 30 years in the production of phosphate fertilizers and 
exposed to gaseous fluoride (hydrogen fluoride, silicon tetralluoride, and fluorosilicic acid), 
urine fluoride excretion rangecl from 1.0 to 9.6 mg F/L (controls: 0.3 to 1.2) (Fabbri et al., 1978; 
cited by I{SDB, 2000a). 

ln rats fed a diet containing 0.160Á sodium hexafluorosilicate sup¡rlemented in a corn-soybean 
oilmeal-casein ration acl libitum for 22-23 days, the ¿ìver¿ìge aurounts of fluorine were 94.4 mg in 
feces and 9 I .9 mg in urine. The rnean arnount of fluorine absortred was 65. 1o/o and that retainecl 
was 3l .0% (Kick et al., 1935). 

lìronr 1965 to 1974,170 cases of suspected fluorosilicate poisoning were reported in domestic 
animals. lìor positive cases, the animals were poisoned from ingestion of bait, which had not 
lreen disposed ol'after use. Of these,2'l c¿ìses were used in the chemicaldiagnosis of'sodium 
hexafluorosilicate poisoning (13 for cattle, I I for shçep, and I each for horse, pigeon, and 
concentrate 1'or sheep) (see also Section 9.1.3). hl cattle and sheep, measured fluorine 
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ooltoentrations ranged from 120 to 2900 ppm (wet weiglit) in stomach/rumen contents and up to 
75 ppn'r in urine. ln blood seruul, 8 and 3 ppnl fluorine were deterrnined in one animal ll-om the 
groups ofpoisoned cattle and sheep, respectively (Egyed and Shlosberg,1975). 

When sheep were given sodium hexafluorosilicate via stomach tube (25,50,200, 1500, and 2000 
mg/kg; 0.13,0.21,1.06,7.976, and 10.63 mn-rol/kg), blood serum concentrations and urine levels 
of fluoride initially significantly increased and then decreased with time. Iìor example, the low­
dose group had blood serurx concenl.rations ranging from 0.l-0.165 ppm fluoride prior to 
treatnrent and4.2 ppm fluoride six hours alter dose administration. By day 4,levels droppcd to 
0.38 ppm fluoride. Coresponding urine levels of fluoride were 1 .35-6.15,175, ancl25 pprrr, 
respectively (Egyed and Shlosberg, 1975). 

9.1.3 Acute Exposure
 
Acute toxicity values for sodium hexafluorosilicate and fluorosilicic acid are presented in Table l.
 
The details of selected studies discussed in this section are presented in Tablc 2.
 

ï'able 1. Acute Toxicity Values fbr Sodium Hexafluorosilicate and Fluorosilicic Acid 

Routc Spccics (sex and strain) LCLo/LDso/LDr/TDr.o Rcfcrcncc(s) 

Sodiunr hexafluorosilicatc 

oral rnouse (sex and strairr u.p.) LDso: 70 mgikg; 0.37 rnmol/kg	 rìTECS ( r997) 

rat (sex ancl strain n.p.) I-Dso : 125 nglkg;0.665 rnrnolr'kg rrsDB (2000b) 

rat (F, Spr-ague-Dawley albino LDso :430 mg/kg; 2.29 rnrnolikg Rhone-Poulenc lnc. ( l97 l ) 
white) 

rat (sex ancl strain n.1t.) l'Dr ,, = 24lt rng/kg; 1.32 rnrnol/kg RTECS ( r 997) 

rabbit (sex ancl str-ain n.p.) [.Dsu = 125 rng/kg; 0.665 rnrnol/kg 

s.c. rat (sex ancl sfrain n.p.) I-l)r_u - 70 urg/l<g; 0.37 mrnol/kg 

inh guinea pig (sex and stlain n.¡1.) I-Cr_u : 33 urg/kg; 0. l8 murol/kg	 Pauy (19ó3; circcl by 
IISDI],2OOOb) 

Illuorosilicic acid 

ora I guinea pig (sex and strain rl.p.) I-Dso : 200 mg/kg; 1.39 mrnol/kg	 l-Cl, Ltd. (unclaled-a) 

Abbreviations: Ir:lernale(s); inh:inhalation; LCr-u:lethal concentrationlow; I-Dso=leth¿rl dosef'or'50%oftest 
auiurals; [.D¡_,, == lethal close low; n.p. -.not plovicled; s.c. : subcutaneous(ly); TDlu: toxic dose low 

Sodium l-lexafl uorosilicate 
Mice orally given sodiunr hexafluorosilicate (70 rng/kg; 0.37 mmol/kg) exhibited toxic effects in 
the periplreral nerves, sensation, and in behavior. In rats, an oral dose (248 ngll<g; 1.32 
rnrlol/kg) administered intermittently for-one month produced toxic effects in the kidney, ureter, 
and/or bladder, as well as musculosl<eletal anci lrioclrerrrical effects (RTECS, 1997). Using 
guinea pigs, inhalation experiments (13-55 mg/m3 U.7-1.2 ppm] sodium hexafluorosilicate in air 
for >6 hours) resulted in pulrnonary irritation; the lowcst concentration that caused death was 33 
mg/m3 (4.3 ppm) (Party, 1963; cited by lìSDB, 2000b). 
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Table 2. Acute Exposure to Sodium Hexafluorosilicate and Fluorosilicic Acid 

Species, Stiain, and
 
Age, Number, and Sex
 

of Animals
 

Sodium hexafl uorosilicate 

Mouse strain, age. 

number. and sex n.p 

Rats, strain, age, number, 
and sex n.p. 

Rats, strain. age. number, 
and sex n.p. 

Guinea pigs, strain, age, 

number. and sex n.p. 

Sheep. Awassi breed. 
to 3-yr-old. 5F 

Chemical Form and 
Purit! 

sodium hexafluoro­
silicate. puriry n.p. 

sodium hexafluoro­
silicate, puriry n.p. 

sodium hexafluoro­
silicate, purity n.p. 

sodium silicofluoride 
as dust, purity n.p. 

technical sodium 
hexafluo¡osi licate. 
purity n.p. 

Roúte, I)ose, Duration, 
and Observation Period 

o¡al; 70 mgikg (LD5¡: 0.37 
mmollkg); duration and 
observation period n.p. 

oral-248 mg/kg (1.32 

mmol/kg) for 30 days 
intermittent: observation 
period n.p. 

s.c.; 70 mg/kg (LD¡,; 0.37 
mmol/kg); duratìon and 
observation period n.p. 

inhalation: 1 3-55 mg/mi 
(1 .2-i .2 ppm) in air for >6 

h; observation period n.p. 

oral (via stomach rube); 25, 
50. 200, 1500, and 2000 
mg/kg (0. 13. 0.2'7. 1.06­
7 .976, and 10,63 mmol/kg) 
suspended in water; duration 
and obscrv"ation period n.p. 

Results/Comments 

Toxic effects were obse¡v'ed in the peripheral nerves and sensation 
(flaccid paral.vsis without anesthesia, generally neuromuscular 
blockage) and in behavior (ataxia and muscle contraction or 
spasticity). 

Toxic effects ìn the kidney. ureter. and/or bladder (other changes in 
urine composition) were observed. Musculoskeletal (other 
changes) and biochemicaì (enzyme inhibition. induction. or changes 
in blood or tissue [phosphatases] levels) effects were seen. 

Fatty liver degeneration and other changes in the liver and toxic 
effects in the kidney, ureter, and bladder primarily changes in 
glomeruli were observed. 

Pulmonary initation was observed. The lowest concentration that 
caused death when inhaled for 6 h was 33 ms/mj. 

With the 25- and 5O-nrg/kg doses, animals exhibited grinding of 
teeth (an indication ofpain), dullness. and mild diarrhea. At 200 
mg/kg, additional symptoms were experienced and included 
staggering and severe dianhea- ,Animals died on day 6. With the 
two higher doses. licking olthe lips. kicking of the belly. _erinding 
of the teeth. falling dou,n (after 1.5 h). frothing at the mouth. 
congested conjunctiva. protrudation ofthe tongue. forced and 

labored breathing. fever. and increassd respiration and heart rates 

were obse¡ved. Animals dìed 3 h after administration of 1500 
mglkg and 2.5 h after administration of 2000 rng/k-e. 

Post-morten examination showed serous pericardial fluid (few 
milliliters), a slightly friable liver, mild edema in the lungs, and 
froth in the lrachea. Hemonhages occurred on the spleen and 
mucosal folds ofthe abonrasum, and a gelatinous fluid was present 
in the colon. 

For the 1500 mgikg-dose group, the change in GOT went from 
l32o/o (of pretreafflent activiry) at 1.5 hours to 230"/" at 2.5 hours. 
For LDFI, the change was 158% at death. The serum ICDH change 
increased from 168% after one hour to 984% at death. 

12 

t 0/01 

Reference 

RTECS* (1997) 

RTECS* (1997) 

RTECS* ( l 997) 

Patty (1963; cited 
by HSDB, 2000b) 

Egyed and 
Shlosberg ( I 975) 
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Table 2. Acute Exposure to Sodium Hexafluorosilicate and Fluorosilicic Acid (Continued) 

Species,.Strain, and Chemical Form and Route, Dose, Duiation, Results/Comments Reference
 
A.ge, Number, and Sex Puritv and Observation Period
 

of Animals
 

Fluorosilicic acid 

Rats, strain, age, number fluorosilicic acid, oral; 430 mg/kg (LD5e; 2.98 Somnolence and,/or general depressed activity was observed_ RTECS* (2000) 
and sex n.p. puriry n.p. mmol/kg): duratìon and 

observation period n.p. 

Rats, Sprague-Dawley fluo¡osilicic acid oral (via stomach tube); With 464 mg/kg, 3 out of 5 rats died; ar >1000 mg/kg, 100% Rhone-Poulenc Inc 
albino, age n.p., 5F per (-23"/o, neat), punrl single doses of 215, 464, mortality was observed. At>464 mg,4<g, acute depression was (19'7 1) 
dose level n.p. I 000, and 2 I 00 mg/kg observed. Necropsy showed that animals in the low-dose group 

(1.49, 3.?2, 6.939. and I 4.57 were "grossly normal" and that dead rats had massive hemorrhages
mmol/kg) dissolved in in the entire gastrointestinal tract. 
water. Animals w'ere 

observed for l4 days and
 
then necropsied.
 

Rats, guinea pigs, and fluorosilicic acid percutaneous; amounts, The intact skin was not affected. Whcn areas were injured before Alhassan and Zink 
swine tested as a group; puriry n.p. duration. and observ'ation application of the acid, necrosis, continuously spreading, occurred ( I 982; cited by 
no other data were period n.p. in the deeper re-{ions. Hypocellular necrosts. consisting ofsharp I-lSDB. 2000a) 
provided Ieukocyte demarcations. and edema up to the subcutis were 

observed. 

Rabbits, New Zealand. fluorosilicic acid dermall 0.5 mL (4 mol) to Severe erythema and edema were observed , indicating the material Rhone-Poulenc Inc 
age n.p.. 6. sex n.p. (-23%. neat). purity the intact and abraded skin to be a primary irritant. (r97r) 

n.p.	 for l - 24. or '12 h 

Rabbits, New Zealand, fluorosilicic acid instillation; 0.1 mL (0.8 Severe and permanent comeaÌ opacity with scar tissue occuned Rhone-Poulenc Inc 
age n.p., 6, sex n.p. (-23%, neat). purity mol) ìnto the left eye. Eyes (re7r) 

n.p.	 were obsen ed at 24, 48, anð
 
72 h following treatment.
 

Abbreviations: GOT: glutamate oxaloacetate transaminase; h = hour(s); ICDH : isocitric dehydrogenase; LDH : lactate dehydrogenase; n.p. : not provided 
*RTECS uses codes for Toxic Effects. For some codes, it is unclear whether the effects occur in all organs (e.g., M02 KIDNEY, URETER, BLADDER-
[Changes primarily in glomeruli]). In these instances, "and/or" has been used. 
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When socliun'ì hex¿rfluorosilicate (500 mg; 2.(16 rrmol) was applied to the skin of adult rabbils, 
mild irritation ocourred. When applied to the eyes (100 rng; 0.532 mrnol), severe irritation was 

observed; following a four-second rinse, the effect was still severe (IlTlrCS, 1991). 

Sodium hexafluorosilicate poisoning in domestic animals from the ingestion of bait whicli had 

not been disposed ofafter use (13 cases lòr cattle, l 1 for sheep, and I each for horse, pigeon, and 

concentrate for sheep) resulted in cllowsiness, constipation, loss of appetite, paresis ol'the rLlrrìen, 

severe abdominal pain, and diarrhea. Sheep also exhibited grinding of the teeth (an indication of 
pain) and fiothing at the mouth in rnost cases ol'lethal poisoning, whiìe the horse also had 

bradycardia. In an acute study in which sheep were orally administered technical sodium 
lrexafluorosilicate (25,50,200, 1500, and 2000 mg/kg; 0.13,0.21,1.06,1.976, and 10.63 

mmol/kg) via stomach tube, the aninrals exhibited similar syrnptoms. ln addition, with the two 
highest doses, falling down (after 1.5 hoLrrs), congested conjunctiva, forced and labored 
breathing, fever, and increased resprration and heart rates were observed. Animals died 6 days 
after administration of 200 nig/kg and 2.5 hours after adrninistration of 2000 mg/kg (Iìgyed and 

Shlosberg, 1975). When a clairy her<J of'600 animals was acutely poisoned from railcar 
contamination of feed, 95o/u of the anirnals had decreased neuromuscular transmission. 'fhe 

poisoning, whicli resembled calcium depletion, was effectively treated with calcium gluconate 
intravenously (l-lSDI3, 2000b [original source was not cited]). 

Fluorosilicic Acid 
In rats orally given fluorosilicic acid (430 mg/kg; 2.98 mmol/kg), somnolence aud/or general 
depressed activity was observed (RTECS, 2000). Other rat studies with fluorosilicic acid (single 
oral doses of 215,464,1000, and 2100 mg/kg ï1.49,3.22,6.939,and 14.57 mmol/kgl) led to its 
classification as "l'r'ìoderately toxic" (llhone-Poulenc, Ittc., l91l). Percutaneous administration of 
the compound (amounts not provided) in rats, guinea pigs, and pigs resulted in continuously 
spreading necrosis in the deeper regions of injured skin. Ilypocellular necrosis, consisting of 
sharp leukocyte demarcations, and edema up to the sr¡bcutis were also observed (Alhassan and 

Zink,1982; cited by I-lSDII, 2000a). In rabbits, it was corrosive to the skin (0.5 rnl- [4 rnol] for 
l,24,or T2liours) and eyes (0.1 mL [0.8 mol] instilled into left eye) (Rhone-Poulenc Inc., l97l). 

9.1.4 Short-term and Subchronic Bxposure 
No data were available. 

9.1.5 Chronic Bxposure 
No data were available. 

9.1.6 Synergistic/Antagonistic Ilff'ccts 
Fluoride, administered in the form ol'sodium hexafluorosilicate, had a strong affinity for calciun-l 
and magnesiurn. When orally given to sheep via a stomach tube at doses of 25, 50,200, 1500, 

and 2000 mg/kg, increased changes in serurn calciurl ancl magnesium levels were observed at 

the two highest doses witliin 30 minutes after dose administration. At 200 mg/kg, recovery of 
both levels occurred after five days. With tlie 1500 rng/kg dose group, changes in phosphorus 
and sugar levels in whole blood were also signifrcantly increased (16% [of pretreatment levels] 
at 1.5 lrours to 146%o at 2.5 hours for phosphorus; 300% to374o/o, respectively, for sugar levels) 
(Egyed and Shlosberg, 197 5). 
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9.1.7 Cytotoxicity 
No data were available. 

9.2 Reproductivc and Teratological Bffects 
No data were available. 

9.3 Carcinogenicity
 
No studies with soclium hexafluorosilicate or fluorosilicic acicl were available. IARC (1987)
 
concluded that tliere was inadequate evidence for carcinogenicity to humans and to animals for
 
inorganic l'luorides used in drinking water.
 

9.4 Initiation/PromotionStudies 
No data were available. 

9.5 Anticarcinogenicity 
No data were available. 

9.6 Genotoxicity 
Sodiuni hexafluorosilicate was negative in the Salmonella/microsome test (conccntrations up to 
3600 g/plate, 59) and the micronucleus test on mouse bone marrow (37 .2 rng/kg; 0. 198 

mmol/kg) (Gocke et al., l98l). The compound (0.25 mM; 47 glnL) did not induce sex-linl<ed 
recessive lethal mutations in Drosophila (Gocke et al., l9B I ; IAIìC, 1987). In the Bucillus 
subtilis rec-assay system, sodium hexafluorosilicate (0.001- l0 M; I 88 g/ml- I .9 g/ml-) also 
gave negative results (Kada et al., 1980; Kanematsu et al., 1980). 

9,7 Cogenotoxicity 
No data were available. 

9.8 Antigenotoxicity 
No data were available. 

9.9 Other Data 
Within one week after beginning work in a foam rubber plant, a 23-year-old man exhibited skin 
lesions consisting of "diffuse, poorly delineated, erythematous plaques with lichenoid papules 
and large pustules" on his arms, wrists, thighs, and trunk. Although scratch and patch tests with 
sodiurn lrexafluorosilicate (2o/o aqueous) were negative, animal testing showed the cornpound to 
be a pustulogen. When rabbits received topical application of a l, 5, 10, and 25%o solution of 
sodium hexafluorosilicate in petroleurn, pustules occurred on nonnal skin only with the high 
concentration, while all concentrations produced pustules on stabbed skin (Doon,s-Goossens et 

al., 1985). 

10.0 Structure-Activity Relationships 
At levels of l4-16 plrni fluorine, sodium fluoricle, sodiurn hexafluorosilicate, and cryolite 
(Na¡AlFr,) had the same extent of chronic fluorine intoxication in rats (De tìds and Thomas, 
1933-1934; cited by McClure, 1950). At 40 and 80 ppm, the chronic toxicity (observatious on 
growth rate, l'ecundity, mortality, tooth development, pathology, and disease) of barium 
fluorosilicate and cryolite in rats was "substantially the same as that of sodium fluoride for the 
same fluorine content" (Smyth and Srnyth, 1932; cited by McClure, 1950). At l4 ppm fluorine, 
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alnlnonium fluoride, potassium fluoride, barium fluorosilicate, potassium fluorosilicate, and 
sodium fluorosilicate exhil¡ited the salne acute toxicity as sodium fluoride in the animals (Smith 
and Leverton,1934; cited by McCIure, 1950). 

ln a compar"ative stucly of absorption and excretion of fluorine in rats fed sodium fluoride, 
oalciun fluoride, and sodiurn hexafluorosilicate, the percent fluorine retained was the same for 
the two sodium compounds (Kicl< et al., 1935 [see Sectiort9.l.2 for details regarding sodiurn 
hexafluorosilicate]). Severalexperiments on growing rats orally given 5, 10, 15, 25, and 50 ppm 
fluorine as sodium fluoride or sodium hexafluorosilicate for 90-100 days found no differences in 
tl're qr"rantity of fluorine deposited and the contents of ash, calcium, and phosphorus in the incisor 
teeth, molar teeth, mandibles, and fenurs. Iìurthermore, there were no differences in the percent 
of ingested fluorine retained in the body, and a combination of sodium silicate (15 ppm silicon) 
with sodium fluoride (25 ppm fluorine) did not affect the amount of fluorine deposited. The 
growtli rate was normal in all rats (McClure, 1950). 

In a separate study, litters of female weanling Osborue-Mendel rats were given 50 ppnr fluorine 
¿rs sodiurn fluoride or ammonium fluorosilicate in drinl<ing water lòr 99 days. The cariostatic 
effect was similar for the two cornpounds i.e ., both inhibited caries to the same extent. There 
were no differences in the arnounts of fluorine and ash depositecl in the rnolars, incisors, 
mandibles, and fernurs. There were no differences in growth rate and in the procluction of incisor 
striations (Zipkin and McClure, 1954). 

t6 



fEp¡vfiTå$ &ï 1'È ¿ ry
'I'oxicological Summar¡,fìrl sodiunr l{cxafluorosilicatc ll6tì93-85-91 and lrluorosilicic Acirl lló9ól-tJ3-41 I0/01 &l 

11.0 Online Databases and Sccondary Ref'erences 
ll.l Onlinc Databases 

Chemical Inforrnation S)¿ster-n lìiles 
SANSS (Structure and Nomenclature Search Systern) 
TSCAINV (Toxic Substances Control Act Inventory) 
TSCATS ('I'oxic Subst¿urces Control Act'l'est Subrnissions) 

National I-ibrary of Medicine Databases 
IIMIC and IIMICBACK (lJnvironmental Mutagen Inl'onnation Center) 

STN lnternational Iìiles 
AGRICOLA EMBASE 
tsIOSIS I{SDB 
CA LIFIISCI 
CABA MEDLINE 
CANCERLIT NIOS}ITIC 

NTIS 
PROMT 
Registry 
RTECS 
TOXLINE 

TOXLINE includes the following subfiles: 

Toxicity Bibliosraphv 
International Labor Offrce 
Ilazardous Materials Technical Center 
Env ronmental Mutasen lnformation Center File 
Bnvironmental Teratology Information Center ììile (continued after 
1989 bv DART) 
Toxicolosv Document and Data Denositorv 

TOXBIB 
CIS 
f {MTC 
EMIC 
ETIC 

NTIS 
Toxicological Research Proiects 
NIOSI{TIC" 
Pesticides Abstracts 
Poisonous Plants Biblioqraphv 
Aneuploidv 
Eoidemiolosv Infonnation Svstem 
Toxic Substances Control Act Test Submissions 
Toxicolosical Aspects of Environrnental llealth 
International Pharmaceutical Abstracts 
Federal Research in Proqress 
I)cveloprnental and Rcpnrductive Toxicologv 

CRISP 
NIOSH 
PI]STAI] 
PPBII] 
ANE,UPL 
L,PIDI]M 
TSCAl'S 
I]IOS]S 
IPA 
IìEDIìIP 
DART 

ln-I-Iouse Databases 
CPI lllectronic Publishing lrederal l)atabases on CD 
Current Contents on I)islcette' 
The Merck lndex, 1996, on CD-ROM 
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ll.2 SccondaryRcfcrenccs 

I)eau,.l.D., Ed. 1985. Lange's I-landbook of Chemistry, llr'ed. McGraw-ìJill, New York, NY. 
Cired by Shiu er al. (1990). 

Ellenhorn, M..1., S. Schonwalk. D. Ordog, andJ. Wasserberger. 1997. llllenhorn's Medical 
Toxicology: Diagnosis and Treatrnent of Fluman Poisoning, 2"ded. Williams ancl Wilkins, 
Baltimore, MD, p. I003. Cited by I ISDB (2000tr). 

Gilman, ¡\.C., L.S. Goodman, and A. Gilman, Eds. 1980. Goodman and Gilman's The 
Pharmacological Basis of Therapeutics, 6tl' ed. Macmillan Publisliing Company, Inc, New York, 
NY, p. 1546. Cired by HSDB (2000a). 

Gosselin, R.ll., H.C. I-lodge, R.P. Smitli, and M.N. Gleason. 1976. Clinical Toxicology of 
Comr-nercial Products,4'r'ed. Williarns and Wilkins, Iìaltimore, MD, p. II-78. Citecl by I-ISDB 
(2000tr). 

Gosselin, Il.ll., R.P. Smith, and H.C. Hodge. 1984. Clinical Toxicology of Comrnercial 
Products, 5'¡' ecl. Williams and Wilkins, Baltimore, MD, p. Il-101. Cited by IìSDB (2000a). 

l-lawley, G.G. 1981. The Condensed Chernical Dictionary, l0tr'ed. Van Nostrand Reinhold 
Conrpany, New York, NY, p. 472. Cited by IISDIì (2000a). 

I{owe, IJ.ll. 1981. Lead. In: Grayson, M., Ed. I(irk-Othmer Encyclopedia of Chemical 
Technology, 3'.'led. Vol. 14. John Wiley an<l Sons, Inc., New York, NY, pp. 98-139. 

King, M., and V. Ramachandran. 1995. Lead. ln: Kroschwitz, J.L, and M. I{owe-Grant, Eds. 
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Appendix: Units and Abbreviations 
oC : degrees Celsius 

VglL: micrograrn(s) per liter 

¡lg/rn3 : nricrogram(s) per cubic metcr 

¡lglmL : microgram(s) per milliliter 

pM: micromolar 

ACGIIi : American Conference of Governmental Industrial l{ygienists 

AOAC: Association of Official Analytical Chemists 

AWWA: American Water Works Association 

bw : body weight 

C.P. : Commercially Pure
 

CSDS : Colorado Springs Dental Society
 

IIPA : Environmental Protection Agency
 

F: fèrnale(s)
 

FIFRA =. Irecleral Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
 

g : grarn(s)
 

g/ml- "'grarn(s) per rnilliliter
 

h: hour(s) 

I-ISDB : I'lazardous Substances Data Bank 

IAI{C: International Agency for Iìesearch on Cancer 

i.p. : intraperitoneal(ly) 

kg.- kilogram(s) 

L: liter(s) 

LCso .., lethal concentration for 50'X, of test animals 

LClo: lethal concentration low 
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LD.so : lethal dose for 50ol¡ of test animals
 

LDr.n: lethal dose low
 

M: male(s) 

MAL: Maximum Allowable Level 

MCL: Maximum Contaminant Level 

MIJL: rnaximum use level 

mg/kg : milligram(s) per kilogranr 

mg/m3 : rnilligrarn(s) per cubic meter 

mg/ml- : milligrarn(s) per milliliter 

n'ìin : rninute(s) 

mLlkg : rnilliliter(s) per kilograr.n 

r-ìrrì: millimeter(s) 

mM: millimolar 

mmol: millimole(s) 

rnrnol/kg : millimoles per kilograrn 

mo: month(s) 

mol: mole(s) 

mol. wt. : molecular weight 

NICNAS : National lndustrial Chemicals Notification ancl Assessment Scheme 

NIOSH : National lnstitute for Occupational Safety and I-lealth 

NSIì : National Sanitation lroundation 

NOìlS : National Occupational Exposure Survey 

NOHS : National Occupational Ilazard Survey 

n.p. : not provided 

OSIIA : Occupational Safety and Health Adrninistration 

PEL: permissible exposure lir-nit 

ppb : parts per billion 

ppm : parts per million 

p.o. : peroral(ly), per 0s 

IìIIL : relative exposure Iin'rit 

RTìICS : Iìegistry of Toxic Effects of Chemical Substances 

s.c. : subcutaneous(ly) 
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SMCL: Secondary Maxímum Contaminant Level 

STEL: short-tenn exposure limit 

TDlo: toxic dose low 

TLV : threshold limit value 

TSCA : Toxic Substances Control Act 

'fWA : tinre-weighted average 

wk : week(s) 

yr: year(s) 
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From: BillOsmunson[bill@teachingsmiles.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 10:13 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: fluoridation speaking request 

I am requesting to speak to the council and city regarding fluoridation. 

For the first 25 years as a dentist with master's degree in public health, I 

promoted fluoridation. Looking atthe research myself was like a knee in the 
gut and I am now opposed to fluoridation based on good scientific evidence 
that we are already ingesting too much. Daily I diagnose dental fluorosis, a 
sign of toxic excess fluoride ingestion, on portland residents. With signs of 
toxic fluoride ingestion, the city should not g¡ve them even more fluoride. 
The EPA confirms more than a third of children are ingesting too much 
fluoride. 

The EPA scientists are correct when they say: 

"ln summary, we hold that fluoridation is an unreasonable risk. That is, the toxicity 
of fluoride is so great and the purported benefits associated with it are so small - if 
there are any at all - that requiring every man, woman and child in America to 
ingest it borders on criminal behavior on the part of governments." 

- Dr. J. William Hírzy, Senior Vice-President, Headquarters Union, 
- US Environmental Protection Agency, March 26, 2001 

Thank you,
 
Bill Osmunson DDS, MPH
 
503.644.1400 

8123120t2 
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From: KristinaWilliams[mail@change.org] 

Sent; Wednesday, August 22,2012 4:33 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signecl the followirrg petition acldressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Comrnissioners. 

We arc a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
aud businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

'Ihere is a growit'tg bocly of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the
 
community risk from such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better usecl for public outreach and
 
education rcgarding dental health, including clental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride fol der-rtal health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to tliose without dental liealth access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sirrcerely, 

Kristina Williarns 
Portlancl, Olcgorr 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
htQ.ø srew-oÊpoftIard-ua&r-ryplf
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8/2212012
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From: RowanKimsey[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 3:52 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concenred citizens, parents, health cate care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoriclation program sliould not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of screntific literature that questions the community ber-refit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclatiorÌ program would be better used f'or public outreach ancl 
education regarding dental healtli, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoricle for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

1'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a tliorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Rowan Kinsey 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as paft of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

þUplAywwCb¿Ugç.Arg/petitions/pet Êpp¡lgnd-¡Ualq*srrp11y. 
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8122/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:RowanKimsey[mail@change.org
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From: MaryKimsey[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 3:27 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed tlie following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoriclation prograln should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comtnunity risk fì"om such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the frrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regardir-rg dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
providecl to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a liealth related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review arrd vettir-rg. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a tliorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Mary l(irnsey 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.cliange.org/petitions/p<:tition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-suJlpþ 
fluoridatiort. To respond, click here 

8122/2012 

http://www.cliange.org/petitions/p<:tition-for-public-review-of-portland-water-suJlp�
http:Change.org
mailto:MaryKimsey[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Tara Blank[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 2:40 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care carepractitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefrt versus the
 
community risk frorn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better usecl for public outreach ancl
 
eclucation regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride for dental healtli is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review ar-rd vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to corlsent, and the riglit to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

1-hank you, 

Coalition of Concemed Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or orclinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Tara Blar-rk 
La Center, Washington 

Note: tliis ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
þttp://www.change.org/petitions/petition-for-pUblic-review-of-porllancl-water-suppl)¡­
fluoridation. To resporrd, click here 

812212012 

http:Change.org
mailto:Blank[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: GeraldShorey[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 1:18 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed tlie following petition adclressed to Mayor Adams and each of,the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the 
community risk fi'om suoh a systernic inplen'rentation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental healtl-r, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is lnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should uot be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Geralcl Sliorey 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petitioru['or-public-review-of-portland-water-suppl)¿­
fluoridation. 'l'o respond, olick here 

8122/2012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/petitioru['or-public-review-of-portland-water-suppl
http:Change.org
mailto:GeraldShorey[mail@change.org
http:�#*rr"r.ff
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From: NancyFerber[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 12:54 PltA 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the fbllowing petition adclressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health carc care practitioncrs, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation prograln should not be irrrplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the
 
community risk fiorn such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the first and
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach ancl
 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a liealth related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on suclr an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Porlland should not bc cxposed to a health related proposal or orclinance witl'rout a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy Ferber 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this cmail was seut as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

hltplfryfylv.chanee.org/petitions/petition-for-public-revþw-of-p-ortland-water-supply­
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

Bt22/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:NancyFerber[mail@change.org
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From: ErinMcCown[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 11:38 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlar-rd City Council, 

I just signed the followir-rg petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

Tliere is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefrt versus the 
comtnunity risk frorn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
orrgoit-tg costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used f.or public outreach anrl 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health acooss. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorougli public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the riglit to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a tliorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

ìlrin McCown 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as paft of a petition started orr Change.org, viewable at 
L{lf/www.chattgc.or ic-rel,fçyf-o.f-_JIortlaIld­
water-supply-fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8t22t2012 

http:L{lf/www.chattgc.or
http:Change.org
mailto:ErinMcCown[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: NancyWong[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 1 1 :16 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signecl the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizerrs, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln should not be irnplenrented 
without public consent. 

There is a growiug body of scientific literature that questions the comrnunity beneht versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation progralÌl would be better used for publìc outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental liealth is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

'We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland tlie right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy Wong 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Nclte: this email was sent as part of a petition stafted on Change.olg, viewable at 
btlp:Z¡www.change.or@Eis/portland-city- ublic-review-of-portland­
water-suppl.vJluolidati on. To resporrd, cl i ck here 

8t22/2012 

mailto:btlp:Z�www.change.or@Eis/portland-city
mailto:NancyWong[mail@change.org
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From: Angelina McKinneyImail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,201210:41 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition acldressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissir)ners. 

We are a coalition ol'concernecl citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplernerrted 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk frorn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe tlle first ancl 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding der"rtal health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental liealtli is more readily controllable, and could potentially bc 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposecl to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review ar-rd vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

'Ihank you, 

Coalition of Concernecl Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Irluoride was developed during World War I as an additive to mustarcl gas ancl was not intenclecl 
to be cousurned by humans. Toothpaste tubes with fluoride have a warning to nclt swallow cl-l 
them and if you put this iti our water system you making us ingest something tliat will harm us. 
In our house we do not use fluoride in our toothpastc and we will not have fluoride applied to our 
teeth. We have healtliy teeth and strong teeth. Please do not add this to our water systern. 

Angelina Mcl(inney 
Portland, Oregon 

8/2212012 

mailto:McKinneyImail@change.org
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Note: tliis ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

l:Ilp_11w¡yw._chaugç.olCpetitions/portland-city- +uþ_Liqlçylcw:pÊ-pqflêld*uL¿!çLqUpply: 
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812212012 

http:Change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Tre Canoe [teresasantafe@hotmail.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012'10:10 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: To City Council and Audit Dept: No to Fluroide in our water 

I have yet to get any water system manufacturer to commit on paper that their system removes fluoride 
at any significant level. 

Please let me know if you find one that will legally commit to removing sodium fluoride. Thx! :) 

Please also advise re: future lawsuits for medicating our children without a license to practice medicine 
and against our repeated refusal to allow this to happen. 

We would appreciate it if you would leave Bull Run and the surrounding forest in the pristine condition 
you found them! 

Thank you. 

GrannyT 

Portland Resident 

Lifelong Tax Payer 

8t2212012 

mailto:teresasantafe@hotmail.com
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: JamesBrunkow[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9:59 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Porlland City Council, 

I just signed the f-ollowing petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Colnmissioners. 

We are a ooalition of concerned citizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believc a systemic water fluoridation prograrn should not be implernented 
without public oonsent. 

There is a growing body of scientifrc litcrature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk frorn such a systernic implen'rentation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach ancl 

education regarding dental health, inclucling dental liygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more reaclily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should rrot be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people o1'Portland the riglit vote. 

'I-hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health relatcd proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

James Brunkow 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: tliis email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://wUy.=c_l¡1r1ge.ore/petitions/portland-city-council-petilielr-for-public-review-of'-portland­
wat er- supp_ly_:fluorr dafi o n. To resp ond, cl i ck h ere 

8/22/2012 

http://wUy.=c_l�1r1ge.ore/petitions/portland-city-council-petilielr-for-public-review-of'-portland
http:Change.org
mailto:JamesBrunkow[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: LloydLemmermann[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9:49 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Porlland City Council, 

I just signed the fìrllowing petition adclressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implcrnented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the 
community risk fì'om such a systemic implernentation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
or-rgoing costs of- such a fluoridatioll program would be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for delital healtli is lnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Tliank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Lloyd Lemnterrnann 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Char-rge,org, viewable at 
http://www.chanqe.orq/petitions/portland-cit)¡-council-petition-for-public-review-of-portland­
water-suppl)¡-fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812212012 

http://www.chanqe.orq/petitions/portland-cit)�-council-petition-for-public-review-of-portland
mailto:LloydLemmermann[mail@change.org
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æMoore-Love, Karla 

From: Miguel Rosas-baker[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9:46 Al¡/i 

To; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressecl to Mayor Aclams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of'concerned citizens, parents, health cal'e carc practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln shoulcl not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of'scientific literature that questions the comrnunity benelìt velsus lhe 
community risk fì'om such a systemic irnplementation ol'fluoride . We believe the f'rrst ancl 

ongoing costs ol'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, inclucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of'fluoride for dental health is more reaclily controll¿rble, and could potentially be 
providecl to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a tholough 
public leview ancl vctting. 

Sincerely, 

I don't want flout'ide in rny water! 

Miguel Rosas-baker 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as palt of a petition started on Change.org, viewablc at 

http://wr,yw.chanse.olglgcl{rsnsl1pa¡Llatd--c-l-ly:csunqrl+-elrlrçr-3lrlUþllqrç-v-tçw-qÊpøland­
water-supply-fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8/22t2012 

http://wr,yw.chanse.olglgcl{rsnsl1pa�Llatd--c-l-ly:csunqrl+-elrlr�r-3lrlU�llqr�-v-t�w-q�p�land
http:Change.org
mailto:Rosas-baker[mail@change.org
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From: Marta Dietiker [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9:35 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signecl the following petition addressed to Mayor Aclarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalitiou of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comtnunity risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
orrgoing costs of such a fluoridation progranl would be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarding dental health, including dental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review ancl vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue, 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should uot be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review ancl vetting. 

Sinoerely, 

Marta Dietiker 
Portland,, Oregon 

Note: tliis email was sent as part of a petition staftecl on Change.org, viewable at 

hltpl¡www.change.org/pe l-petition-for-public-review-qf-portlancl­
walgL$upply{ualr clatlq11. To re spo nd, cl i ck h erç 

8122120t2 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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From: Beverly Madison [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 8:51 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the fbllowing petitiorr addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizatious, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of soientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus tlre 
comrnunity risk fi'om such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the frrst ancl 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridatior'ì prograrlr would be better used for public outreach ancl 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride f-or dental healtli is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those witl-rout dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the riglit vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Beverly Madison 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was seut as parl of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

þ!!trL¿y¡yw.cliange.orr/petitious/poftland-citJ-council-pSIrlrqr-foryUþLq:Ievjew-of-porUA¡1t_ 
water-supply-fluoriclation. To respond, click here 

8t22/2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org


Page I of I 

åffiffi{å3*Moore-Love, Karla 

From: LynnHanrahan[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 8:'16 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition acldressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of coucerned citizens, parents, Iiealth care care practitioncrs, organizations, 
ancl businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be ir-nplemcnted 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benelìt versus the
 
community risk lìom such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst ancl
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation progranì would be better usecl for public outreach and
 
education regarding dental health, including clental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride fòr dental healtli is more reaclily controllable, and could potentially be 
providecl to those without dental health access. 

Wc believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal
 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the riglit to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposecl to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

It makes Iìo sellse to force fluoricle on everyone; there are ways to get it to children if needed. It 
is a costly, unnecessary fix. 

Lynn Hanrahan 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
þ{p-1_w¡v¡vchatge.erglp-st{rans/pAdêld:el.ty:çsulrd-Igtrtisn_&r1¡rþJstcview-of-porrlatd; 
wa ter-suppl)¡- fl uorid ation. To respold, çliçk ligrc 

8/2212012 

http:Change.org
mailto:LynnHanrahan[mail@change.org
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From: AnnaJensen [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 6:55 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlancl City Council, 

I just signed the following petition acldressecf to Mayor Aclams ancl each of the City 
Comurissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, healtli care cârc practitioners, ol'ganizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoriclation progran-ì sliould not be implementecl 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of'fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarding dental health, including clental hygiene and nutrition. 

'I'opical use of fluoride f'or clental health is more readily controllable, and coulcl potentially bc 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, ancl the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

T'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlatid should not be exposecl to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

'lhere is no neecl to put additives into our water system. Fluoride is available in many fonns for 
those who want it. 

Anna.lensen 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petitior-r started on Change.org, viewable at 

l¡1tp://www.chanee.o ly,:qAu¡1çl];pgttliqp;fAl:p_Ubl¡ç¡rCvlpy:Aj-_po¡üe11d: 
w¡_tsr:srUæly:tUSudalla¡1. To responcl, S.liSklæIg 

8/22/2012
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From: KimberlyKaminski[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Tuesday, August 2i,20i2 1i:42pM 
To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressecl to Mayor Adan-rs ancl eacli o1'the City 
Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concernecl citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation progratn should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

'l'here is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic irnplementation of'fluoricle. We believe the first ancl 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation program would be better used for public outreach and 
eclucatior-l regarding dental health, including dental liygiene ancl nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health relatecl prclposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review ancl vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issuc. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

Water is essential to life.
 

Kimbelly Karninski
 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/portlancl-cit)¡-council-petition-for-public-rcrlgw:aÊpollþnd: 
water-supply-fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8/22t2012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/portlancl-cit)�-council-petition-for-public-rcrlgw:a�poll�nd
http:Change.org
mailto:KimberlyKaminski[mail@change.org
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From: AnnaJensen[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 6:55 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlancl City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressecl to Mayor Adams ancl each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care carc practitioncrs, organizations, 
and businesses tl-rat believe a systemic water fluoridation program sliould not l¡e irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a grclwing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fì-om such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the hrst ancl 
ongoing costs of such a lluoridation program would be better used fòr public outreach ancl 
education regarding dental health, inclucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for clental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposcd to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should uot be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review artrl vetting. 

Sincerely, 

There is no neecl to put additives into our water system. Fluoride is available in many forms for 
those who want it. 

Anna Jensen 
Portlancl, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewablc at 

bttU/¡yqy.C,þdÆç.gldpp[Uanqlp_o_rtlancl-city-coun j_Cyie_W:A!-pA¡|lAnù 
water-supply-fluoridation. To responcl, click here 

812212012 

http:Change.org
mailto:AnnaJensen[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Lynn Hanrahan[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 B:'16 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressecl to Mayor Adams ancl each of tlie City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concemed citizens, parents, health care care practitiouers, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifìc literature that questions the comrnunity benefit versus the 
community risk fi-om such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
eclucation regarclir,g dental health, inclucling dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health acoess. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a healtl, related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens shoulcl have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a liealth relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public l'eview ancl vetting. 

Sincerely, 

It makes no sense to f'orce fluoride on everyone; there are ways to get it to children if needed. It 
is a costly, umecessary fix. 

Lynn Hanrahan 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

þ¡f/www.change.org/petitions/portlancl-cit)'-council-petition-f'otllfrblfc _tCUçtU:9Ê[aILla]fd: 
w ater- suplly:jfiuorklaligq. To resp o nd, c I ick herg 

8/22/2012
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From: BeverlyMadison[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 B:51 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams ancl each of the City 
Conrnrissioncrs. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioncrs, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature tliat questions the community benefit versus thc 
community risk fi"orn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation prograln would be better used for public outreach ancl 

education regarding der-rtal health, including clental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire populatior-r of Porlland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue, 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

ISeverly Madison 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/portland-city-council-petition-for-public-review-of-poftl_æcl­

@. To respond, clickhere 

B/2212012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/portland-city-council-petition-for-public-review-of-poftl_�cl
http:Change.org
mailto:BeverlyMadison[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla åffi 5 # å * 
From: Marta Dietiker [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9:35 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Porlland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, liealth care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program sliould not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

J'here is a growing body of scientific literature tliat questions the comtnunity benefit versus the 

community risk fi'orn such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 

ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 

education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride fcrr dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to votc on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote, 

Thank you, 

Coalition ol' Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinauce without a thorough 
public review ancl vetting. 

Sino<:rely, 

Marta Dietiker 
Pofiland,, Oregon 

Note: this en'rail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 

http://www.change.org/petitions/portland-citl¿-cour-roil-petition-for-public-review-of-portland­
water-supply-lluoridation. To respond, click here 

8t2212012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/portland-citl�-cour-roil-petition-for-public-review-of-portland
http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla r.ffö $åtr 
From: Miguel Rosas-baker[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9:46 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signecl tlie f'ollowing petition aclclressed to Mayor Adarls and each of the City 
Colnmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be irnplemented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
comrnunity risk fì'om such a systemic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first ancl 

ongoing costs ol'such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 

eclucation regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride f.or dental liealth is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 

providecl to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entile population of Portland should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue . 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulc'l not be exposed to a liealth related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

I don't want flouricle in my water! 

Miguel Rosas-baker 
Portland, Olegon 

Note: this email was sent as parl of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 
littp://www.change.olg/ 
water-suppl)¡-lluoridation. To t'espond, click here 

8/22/2012
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Moore-Love, Karla å#ff {jå # 

From: Lloyd Lemmermann [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9:49 AM 

To: Moore-Love , Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signecl the 1òllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parellts, health care care practitioners, organizatior-rs, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefìt versus the 
commutrity risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs clf such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education legarcling dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for clental health is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Lloycl Lemmermann 
Pofiland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
þþ://www.change.org/petitions/portlancl-citv-council-petition-for-public-review-of-pettland­
water-supply-fluoriclation. To respond, click lierq 

812212012 

http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: JamesBrunkow[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 9:59 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograûì should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientifrc literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrn would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding clental health, including clental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health rclated proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

James Brunkow 
Pofilancl, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as parl of a petition startecl on Change.org, viewable at 

[Upl¡www.cnange.org¡ p_etition-for-publ 
water-sulrply-fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8/22t2012 

http:Upl�www.cnange.org
http:Change.org
mailto:JamesBrunkow[mail@change.org
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From: Tre Canoe [teresasantafe@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 10:10 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: To City Council and Audit Dept: No to Fluroide in our water 

I have yet to get any water system manufacturer to commit on paper that their system removes fluoride 
at any significant level. 

Please let me know if you find one that will legally commit to removing sodium fluoride. Thx! :) 

Please also advise re: future lawsuits for medicating our children without a license to practice medicine 
and against our repeated refusal to allow this to happen. 

We would appreciate it if you would leave Bull Run and the surrounding forest in the pristine condition 
you found them! 

Thank you. 

GrannyT 

Poftland Resident 

Lifelong Tax Payer 

8/2212012
 

mailto:teresasantafe@hotmail.com
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From: AngelinaMcKinney[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,201210'.41 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of tlie City 
Cornmissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientif,rc literature that questions the community benelìt versus the 
cotnmunity risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation prograrrr would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental healtl.r, inclucling dental hygiene ancl nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, ancl oould potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portlancl should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a healtli related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sinccrcly, 

Fluoricle was cleveloped during World War I as an aclditive to mustard gas and was not ir-rtended 
to be consumed by hurnans. Toothpaste tubes with fluoride have a warning to not swallow on 
thern and if you put this in our water system you making us ingest sornething that will hann us. 
In our house we do not use fluoride in our toothpaste and we will liot have fluclride appliecl to our 
teeth. We have hpalthy teeth ancl strong teetli. Please do not add this to our water system. 

Angelina McKinney 
Portland, Oregon 

8122/2012 

http:22,201210'.41
mailto:AngelinaMcKinney[mail@change.org
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Note: tliis email was sent as part of a petitiou started on Change.org, viewable at 

þ1tp://www.change.org/petitions/portland-citv-council-p_eti_tion-for-publiç_¡gylqw-oÊpoLtland-wat iy: 
fluoridation. To responcl, click here 

B/22t2012 

http:Change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla åffi# #åg 
Frorn: NancyWong [mail@change.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 22,201211:16 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition adclressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care cat'e practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the
 
conrmunity risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the frrst ancl
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation progran'ì would be better used for public outreach and
 
education regarding dental health, inclucling dental hygiene an<J nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride for dental liealth is more reaclily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland sl-rould not be exposed to a health related proposal
 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Porllancl should not be exposed to a health relatecl proposal or ordinance without a thorougl-r 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy Wong 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was seut as paft of a lretition started on Change .org, viewable at 
littp://www.change.org/petitions/portland-citv-council-petition-for-public-review-of-portland-. 
water-supply-fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812212012 

mailto:mail@change.org


Pagc I of' 

Moore-Love, Karla åffi# #å# 
From: ErinMcCown[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 1 1 :38 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlancl City Council, 

I just signed tlie following petition addressecl to Mayor Aclarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus thc 
cotnmunity risk from such a systernic irnplementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used f'or public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental l-rygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Conoerned Citizens 

Portlancl should not be exposed to a health rclatcd proposal or orclinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Erirr McCown 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as paft of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
ht tp ://www. chan gc.org/pctiti ons/portl and-cit]¡-co unci!:pqti ti olì-fu 
water-supply-fluoridation. To respond, click here 

812212012 

http:Change.org
mailto:ErinMcCown[mail@change.org
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From: Nancy Ferber[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 12:54 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed tlie following petition addressed to Mayor Adams and eaoh of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizatiorrs, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernentecl 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk fi'orn such a systemic in'rplernentation of fluoricle. We believe the first and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorougli public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have tl-re riglit to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vettirrg. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy þ-erber 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: tliis ernail was sent as part of a petition stafted on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.char-rge .org/petitions/petition-for-public-revi*ew-of-portland-water-suppll¿­
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8122/2012 

http://www.char-rge
http:Change.org
mailto:Ferber[mail@change.org
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From: Gerald Shorey [mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 1 :18 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dt:ar Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petitiorr adclressed to Mayor Adalns and each of tlie City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridatiorÌ program should not be implemented 
without public consent. 

T'here is a growing bocly of scientific literature tliat questions the community benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe tlie frrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

Wc believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask tliat you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald Shorey 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as paft of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-&r-public-revi*ew-of-portland-water-suppll¿. 
fluoridation. To respond, click liere 

8t22t2012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/petition-&r-public-revi*ew-of-portland-water-suppll
http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org
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Moore-Love, Karla åffiffi#3"# 

From: Tara Blank[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 2:40 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed the following petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
ancl businesses that believe a systernic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

T'here is a growing body of scientifrc literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the 
community risk from such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and 
or-rgoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

'Iopical use of fluoride for dental healtli is rnore readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portlancl shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the riglit to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concemed Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Tara Blank 
La Center, Wasliington 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition stafted on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.org/petitions/p*gtition-for-public-review-of-pottland-water-supply_ 
fluolrdatisn. To respond, çlick here 

8122/2012 

http://www.change.org/petitions/p*gtition-for-public-review-of-pottland-water-supply
http:Change.org
mailto:Blank[mail@change.org
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From: MaryKimsey[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 3:27 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Porlland City Council, 

I just signecl the fbllowir-rg petition addressed to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of c<lncemed citizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizatior-rs, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

Tliere is a growirtg body of scientific literature that questiorrs the community benefit versus the
 
community risk fì'om such a systemic implementation of fluoride. We believe the first and
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation progralx woulcl be better usecl for public outreacli and
 
education regarding dental l-realth, including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of'fluoride for dental health is mole readily controllable, and could potentially be 
plovided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Porlland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related ploposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Mary l(imsey 
Portlancl, Olegon 

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
þUp-ZWWwClrugC.qIg/petitions/petitio¡:fol{¡¡þ]iç:lçview-otportland-w 
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8122t2012 

http:Change.org
mailto:MaryKimsey[mail@change.org
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Moore-Love,Karta åSn {iå # 
From; RowanKimsey[mail@change.org] 

Sent; Wednesday, August 22,2012 3:52 Plttl 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signecl the following petition addressed to Mayol Adarns and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation program should not be implernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the
 
commuuity risk fiom such a systenrio implernentation of fluoride . We believe the first ancl
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used fbr public outreach and
 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an important issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote. 

Thank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sincerely, 

Rowan Kirnsey 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as paft of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
http://www.change.orq/petitions/petition-for-public-review-oÊpqrtland-water-suppl)¡: 
fluoriclation. To respond, click here 

8t22t20t2 

http://www.change.orq/petitions/petition-for-public-review-o�pqrtland-water-suppl
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From: KristinaWilliams[mail@change.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22,2012 4:33 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portlarid City Council, 

/hl
-å.#j)*åu.þ-6¿ 

I just signed the fbllowing petition addressed to Mayor Adarns and each of the City 
Cornmissioncrs. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, healtli care care practitioners, organizations, 
and busiuesses that believe a systemic water fluoridation prograln should not be irnplernented 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the community benefit versus the 
oommunity risk from such a systernic implementation of fluoride. We believe the fìrst and 
ongoing costs of such a fluoriclation program would be better used for public outreach and 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition. 

Topical use of fluoride for dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population of Portland shoulcl not be exposed to a health related proposal 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting. 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an irnportant issue. 

We ask that you allow the people of Portland the right vote, 

'l'hank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public review and vetting. 

Sinoerely, 

Kristina Williams 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this ernail was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at 
þllp://www.cliange.org/petitions/pçIition-for-pg_b_!c-review-oÊportland-water-suppl]¿­
fluoridation. To respond, click here 

8/22/2012 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: KimberlyKaminski [mail@change.org] 
åff 5 # å tr 

Sent: Tuesday, August 21,2012 11:42 PltA 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Public Review of Portland Water Supply Fluoridation 

Dear Portland City Council, 

I just signed tlie following petition acldressecl to Mayor Adams and each of the City 
Commissioners. 

We are a coalition of concerned citizens, parents, health care care practitioners, organizations, 
and businesses that believe a systeuric water fluoridation program should not be irnplementecl 
without public consent. 

There is a growing body of scientific literature that questions the cornmunity benefit versus the
 
oommunity risk from such a systemic implernentation of'fluoride. We believe the first and
 
ongoing costs of such a fluoridation program would be better used for public outreach and
 
education regarding dental health, including dental hygiene and nutrition.
 

Topical use of fluolide f.or dental health is more readily controllable, and could potentially be 
provided to those without dental health access. 

We believe the entire population ol'Portland should not be exposed to a health related proposal
 
or ordinance without a thorough public review and vetting.
 

Citizens should have the right to consent, and the right to vote on such an impoftant issuc. 

We ask that you allow the people of'Portlancl the right vote. 

'fhank you, 

Coalition of Concerned Citizens 

Portland sliould not be exposed to a health related proposal or ordinance without a thorough 
public levicw ancl vetting. 

Sincerely,
 

Water is essential to lif-e.
 

I(imberly Kaminski
 
Portland, Oregon 

Note: this email was sent as part o1'a petition stal'ted on Change.org, viewable at 
It11g./Arytv!1,ç1@!d-s{y:caurqrl-p-el¡lrorr-forp¡¿þlicrç-væw-olparüsnd: 
water-supply-lluoridation. To responcl, cliçk hetq 

8122120t2 

mailto:It11g./Arytv!1,�1@!d-s{y:caurqrl-p-el�lrorr-forp���licr�-v�w-olpar�snd
http:Change.org
mailto:mail@change.org


Page I of4 

Moore-Love, Karla å&5{jåtr 
From: Calen Kennett [calenk@gmail.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, August 21,2012 4'.32 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Fluoride and City Council 

Attachments : IMG*B703.JPG ; I MG_8702.J PG ; I MG_870'l .J PG; tMG_8699. Jpc 
Hello l(arla Moore-Love, 

I've beett told that you are willing to collect information for the public record anci disseminate 
inforrnation to city council, since they are on vacation. I really appreciate your ofTer. 

I atn attaching some photos from tl"re rally today. I also wrote the following letter to city cour-rcil 
and emailed it to them and created a petition on change.ogg I've gotten over 2,000 signatories in 
under 48 hours! 

hllp-1lwww'cbatgg-o-ry4lç!-itio-ustc-tly-:Ça-ullÇ-lLeÊlpltlqttrd-plggel-]:datLt:fluaudafe.pq{a!-d-s­
drinking-water 

Thank you for your cooperation and coordination. 

Sincerely, 
Calen 

Below is my letter: 

I have felt well represented by Portland City Council throughout my 
life. Two of my personal heroes are former commissioner Erik Sten and 
former commissioner and current mayor Sam Adams. I appreciate the hard 
work and dedication of our public servants, but I am afraid that the 
City Council is considering making a morally questionable choice and 
that it is my duty to make my voice heard. 

First of all, Portland Public Schools already provides free Fluoride 
rinses and has for years. lt's topical (as Fluoride is intended to be 
used), not ingested, has a controlled dose, provides medical choice, 
and is much cheaper than a $5 million plant with a $575,000 per year 
operating cost. 

I'm appalled that my city council would even consider adding Fluoride 
to my drinking water. We all know there is a lot of controversy over 
it's effectiveness and toxic health effects. 41a/o of American children 
age 12-15 have fluorosis due to Fluoride overexposure (Center for 
Disease Control). There are many studies that show that Fluoride 
causes brain damage, including a recent study from Harvard showing 
that Fluoride exposure reduces the lQ of children (National lnstitutes 
of Health). While controversy exists over whether Fluoride causes 
osteosarcoma, a bone cancer that primarily affects boys and young men 
(Bassin et al.), it is biologically plausible for fluoride to be the 
causative factor. (Harvard Medical School), (references below) (This 
is all laid out in a recent LA Times article also sited below) 

Regardless of your perspective of the effectiveness vs the toxic 
effects, there is another major concern. That of forced medication, 
regardless of consent or medical need, without the ability to properly 

8/2112012 
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control the individual dose. Why add it to our drinking water? What 
gives you the right to decide for me and my family that we are going 
to be medicated by the city of Portland? I want a serious answer to 
this question. We drink a lot of water in our house, more than the 
average American, so we would have an even higher dose of a medication 
that carries serious risks. lt is also incredibly difficult and costly 
to remove from water once added. 

lf we decide that we do even want to arbitrarily medicate everyone in 
Portland regardless of their consent or medical needs, drinking water 
is an incredibly inefficient way of doing so. Only 0.5% of tap water 
is consumed, leaving 99.5% of this toxic chemical to go into our 
environment. The Fluoride used in fluoridation schemes is a highly 
hazardous waste byproduct of the phosphate fertilizer industry, not 
food grade Fluoride. The EPA permitted levelof Fluoride causes 
"lethal and adverse effects on salmon." (Fluoride Salmon Study see 
below) 

This is not some wacko conspiracy theory. Portland is currently in 
good company. Austria, Belgium, China, Czech Republic, Denmark, 
Finland, France, Germany, Hungary, lndia, ltaly, Japan, Luxembourg, 
Netherlands, Northern lreland, Norway, Scotland, Sweden, and 
Switzerland, to name a few, have all rejected Fluoridation. 

I fear that if city council goes through with this it will be like the 
reservoir cover debacle, where the city spends lots of money on 
something the public doesn't want and it ends up being a waste. 

Please consider my plea to respect our medical freedom. Don't do it 
just because other big American cities do it. They do lots of things 
that we don't do. We are Portland. We do what is right and equitable, 
not what is popular. 

Respectfully, 
Calen Kennett 
5-0-3.48-{51-43 
ç-alank@Sr-n-ail,cqm 
Oregonian, Small Business Owner and Proud Portlander 

Here are some quotes from officials in other countries regarding their 
choice to respect the medical freedom of their people, the 
environmental impact of Fluoride in our rivers, and the 
ineffectiveness of water as a medium for Fluoride, 

"Toxic fluorides have never been added to the public water supplies in 

Austria." (M. Eisenhut, Head of Water Department, Osterreichische 
Yereinigung fur das Gas-und Wasserfach Schubertring 14, A-1015 Wien, 
Austria, February 17, 2000). 

"This water treatment has never been of use in Belgium and will never 
be (we hope so) into the future. The main reason for that is the 
fundamental position of the drinking water sector that it is not its 
task to deliver medicinal treatment to people. This is the sole 
responsibility of health services." (Chr. Legros, Directeur, Belgaqua, 
Brussels, Belgium, February 28, 2000). 

The Chinese government now considers any water supply containing over 
1 ppm fluoride a risk for skeletal fluorosis. (Bo Z, et al. (2003). 
Distribution and risk assessment of fluoride in drinking water in the 

8/21t2012 
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West Plain region of Jilin Province, China. Environmental Geochemistry 
and Health 25'. 421-431.) 

"Since '1993, drinking water has not been treated with fluoride in 
public water supplies throughout the Czech Republic. Although 
fluoridation of drinking water has not actually been proscribed it is 
not under consideration because this form of supplementation is 
considered; 
' uneconomical (only 0.54% of water suitable for drinking is used as such) 
' unecological (environmental load by a foreign substance)
' unethical ("forced medication")
' toxicologicalfy and physiologically debatable (fluoridation 
represents an untargeted form of 
supplenrentation which disregards actual individual intake and 
requirements and may lead to excessive health threatening intake in 
certain population groups..." (Dr. B. Havlik, Ministerstvo 
Zdravotnictvi Ceske Republiky, October 14, 1999). 

"We are pleased to inform you that according to the Danish Ministry of 
Environment and Energy, toxic fluorides have never been added to the 
public water supplies. Consequently, no Danish city has ever been 
fluoridated." (Klaus Werner, Royal Danish Embassy, Washington DC, 
December 22,1999) 

"We do not favor or recommend fluoridation of drinking water. There 
are better ways of providing the fluoride our teeth need." (Paavo 
Poteri, Acting Managing Director, Helsinki Water, Finland, February 7, 
2000). 

Drinking water fluoridation is not prohibited in Finland but no 
municipalities have turned out to be willing to practice it. Water 
suppliers, naturally, have always been against dosing of fluoride 
chemicals into water." (Leena Hiisvirta, M.Sc., Chief Engineer, 
Ministry of Social Affairs and Health, Finland, January 12, 1996.) 

"Fluoride chemicals are not included in the list [of 'clremicals for 
drinkíng water treatment'1. This is due to ethical as well as medical 
considerations." (Louis Sanchez, Directeur de la Protection de 
l'Environment, France, August 25, 20A0). 

"Generally, in Germany fluoridation of drinking water is forbidden. 
The ielevant German law allows exceptions to the fluoridation ban on 
application. The argumentation of the Federal Ministry of Health 
against a general permission of fluoridation of drinking water is the 
problematic nature of compuls[ory] medication." (Gerda Hankel-Khan, 
Embassy of Federal Republic of Germany, September 16, 1999). 

"Fluoride has never been added to the public water supplies in 
Luxembourg. ln our views, the drinking water isn't the suitable way 
for medicinal treatment and that people needing an addition of 
fluoride can decide by their own to use the most appropriate way, like 
the intake of fluoride tablets, to cover their [daily] needs," 
(JeanMarie RIES, Head, Water Department, Administration De 
L'Environment, May 3, 2000). 

References: 

National lnstitutes of Health and Harvard School of Public Health: 
Developmental Fluoride Neurotoxicity: A Systematic Review and 
Meta-Analysis 
h!tp-,/:þhpQ3.nlchs,.üh-gev¿artlçl-elL:lsy-q3Adel?/Ail0.1289"1"2FçhpJ19!9.12 

8121/2012 
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23 additional studies that also show the correlation between Fluoride M 

use and lowered lQ. 
.[ttpJlw-ww.f..l"us-rids-al-er-t.o-rg1-aae-e,agaltrslfLuqride-app endiçc-s=hlml 

Fluroide Salmon Study 
htþ*11c-o*ilcn-e-V-]gypl,p¡1povt!:-o-nlqalman.ht-m 

Harvard Medical School: Age-specific Fluoride Exposure in Drinking 
Water and Osteosarcoma (United States) 
Ìrttp.l-ww_w.s-p.ug_e_-!.lin"K.c_o.r/_c"çtl-enV.lv,S_1?f_Afl_5b3_5.lASSl" 

L.A. Times: Fluoride in drinking water 
hllp.llLatlm-e---sþl-o-g-q.1-alrmç-s-ç-q-m/gLç-ers-p,qç--eJ?911lp1flu.ptid,e-drrlKrng:w*a!erre$.úa-tror-r"p,,-h!-ml 

BBC News: Belgum bans Fluoride supplements 
http:llrcw-s.b,þc.c-o.uhl21hilhçalth12l-0-1,3_00-.stm 

8t2112012 
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From: Teresa Roberts [trecanoe@yahoo.com]
 
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 1:08 PM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla
 

Subject: Please Ask City Council Not to Fluoridate Our Water 

Thank you for your time on the phone today and being so helpful.
 
Since attachtneuts are probletnatic, I am simply subn'ritting a list of anti-fluoride research that I
 
would like put into public record and request each City Council melnber review bel'ore voting.
 
(see bclow)
 
I was uot aware our City Council were doctors and authorizecl to medicate the general public,
 
those living downstream, as well as indiginous flora ancl fauna. Schools have to get parental
 
waivers signed to administer fluroide, and even then the person doing so much have ã rnedical
 
license. 

lfttps:/docs.eoogle 
a:--u&q;Eaqhsl¡tnHngü428J*www*o-cfs.slalç-Lt)ruslruu/-çl-ildeardu,rsdicatrsgslfluqlrd-ç:waiv 
.. 

i¿e_3nR6ALfQ8AI,{hEea_E_2JI4y4:ret*c_l=ZMd2EdAKI
-w&pli:l 
I also tliink it's a joke to listen to anecdotal stories clairning that Porllanders have bad teeth due to 
lack of lluoride wl, en there is suoh an obvious lack of vitarnin D. Unle ss I've been liecl to all my
life, we need vitamin D to build strong teeth and bones. 
Did you know cavities can be spread by kissing? I bet our kids don't either. Since City Council 
just allowed 100 teachers to be laid ofl, why not rehire a few of them rvith that $5M and invest it 
in education? Why are you medicating instead of educating our kids? And again, who rnade you 
doctors? 
lìlr-rally, clid anyone ask the poor? Since you claim to be doing this for thern, please check in 
bef,ore you spend that S5M. I'rn pretty sure if the poor have $5M to spend, it won't be on 
fluoricle. Their primary need is sleep, water, nutrition. You DO know that we need proper 
nutrition for our teeth.
 
Thank you for perusing this research.
 
Please reply with the research you have done . We woulcl like to see your sources ancl cletermine
 
il'they are credible, as we cannot believe that they are.
 
Thank you,
 
T'eresa Roberts
 
Portland Resident
 
Upstream Public Health Raquel 503.284.6390
 
Has website & sometimes live person answers, but does not return calls;
 
appears to be do-gooders pavingthe road to hellwith good intentions on this particular issue.
 

Everyone Deserves Healthy Teeth Coalition 97L258.L764 
WhenGoogled L'tweekofAugust(whennewsstorybroke),nothingcameupbutthelocal 
news story itself and Nick Fish's office did not have a contact name, there is no website, does 
not return calls, appears to be an answering machine; perhaps a lobby newly formed for this 
$Sm¡l+ contract being fast-tracked?
 
Noting that more comes up since I started posting this observation. LOL (oh yeah, they said,
 
we need to look real)
 

RESEARCH WE REQUEST THE CITY COUNCIL AND ADVOCATING LOBBY COALITION CONSIDER: 

812112012 

mailto:trecanoe@yahoo.com
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hrtp,1/-wurw.hqphlerv-ard,edulrr-ewy'feqrureyleslur-erllLu-qri"ds:cl^,-r-l-dtens !æ¡llh-sro"Ldiç.an¡b-p1".[!m] 

h ttp : //www. f I u ori d e a I e rt. o rg/f I u o ri d e-fa cts. ht m 

http://www.flu oridea lert. o rgl50-reasons. htm
 
http://natura lsociety.com/h a rva rd-study-pu blished-federal-govt-jou rna l-confirms-fluoride-lowers-iq/
 
http ://xkcd .com / toga /
 
h t t p : / / w_w wJr a p . e d u/ c_a t a lgg.php ? r eçpf d_ i d.1-!521 
h tt p : //_www. vo ut u b e. co m/watch ?v= Lv QP4rG czo &fe at u re= re I m fq 

h$p./.le_h_p*0__3_.¡ctrs.nLb_eo_y1ar_tic|e/fe_tcX$rticle.ac_ti_o_¡3ç¡¡]!cleUnlzu_t_oåJAde&2"LL0-1299%Æç_hpjJ-e!912 

hüp./_uurw.y-o-ulgþç.cqm/"watchlv-!,fld[ÇIZf e 

lft_tp:1 4Vly.-eyely_dayhealth.comlllental-health/*oral-conditions/040L/tooth-alert-are-cavities-contagiou_l.aSpI 

Also these Peer Reviewed Articles Showing fluoride is Bad: Most are human and two are animal simply 
because it is still considered unethical to purposely harm another human even for research. 
3 studies (Yu 1996; Du 1992; Han 1989) have found that fluoride accumulates in the brain of the fetus, 
causing damage to cells and neurotransmitters and 1 study (Li 2004) has found a correlation between 
exposure to fluoride during fetal development and behavioral deficits among neonates. 
Bayley TA, et al. (1990). Fluoride-induced fractures: relation to osteogenic effect. Journal of Bone and 
Mineral Research.S(Suppl 1 ):521 7 -22. 
Calderon J et al. (2000). lnfluence of fluoride exposure on reaction time and visuospatial organization in 
children. Epidemiology 1 1 (4):S1 53. 
Du L. 1992. The effect of fluorine on the developing human brain. Chinese Journal of Pathology 21(4):218­
20 (republished in Fluoride 41.327-30) 
Freni SC. (1994). Exposure to high fluoride concentrations in drinking water is associated with decreased 
birth rates. Journal of Toxicology and Environmental Health. 42: 109-121. 
Juncos Ll, Donadio JV. (1972). Renal failure and fluorosis. Journal of the American Medical Association 
222:783-5. 
Li Y, et al. (2001), Effect of long-term exposure to fluoride in drinking water on risks of bone fractures. 
Journal of Bone and Mineral Research 16: 932-9. 
Morgan L, et al. (1998). lnvestigation of the possible associations between fluorosis, fluoride exposure, and 
childhood behavior problems. Pediatric Dentistry. 20:244-252. Mullenix P, et al. (1995). Neurotoxicity of 
sodium fluoride in rats. Neurotoxicology and Teratology. 17. 169-177. 
Yu Y et al. (1996) Neurotransmitter and receptor changes in the brains of fetuses from areas of endemic 
fluorosis. ChineseJ Endemiology 15. 257-259 (republished in Fluoride 4'1(2):13a-B). 
Zhai JX, et al. (2003). Studies on fluoride concentration and cholinesterase activity in rat hippocampus. 
Zhonghua Lao Dong Wei ShengZhi Ye Bing ZaZhi.21:102-4. 
Zhao LB, et al (1996). Effect of high-fluoride water supply on children's intelligence. Fluoride. 29 190-192. 
Bhatnagar M, et al. (2002). Neurotoxicity of fluoride. neurodegeneration in hippocampus of female mice. 
lndian Journalof Experimental Biology. 40 546-54. 

The more I dig, the worse fluoride looks. 

xFluoride in any form is more hazardous than lead. 
xThey recently lowered the dose from 1.2ppm to 0.7ppm.
*1ppm = 1mg per liter.
*If you drink two liters of water you have ingested L4mg of fluoride. 

8/21/2012 
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xA warning found on some bags have a warning to never exceed 1.Sppm. åffi m ffi å 
mxToothpaste commercials show almost lgram of fluoride applied to a toothbrush.

x5-1Ograms of fluoride is considered a lethal dose on many MSDS documents.
xKids under 2 years of age should not have toothpaste, 
xFluoride is added to baby formula, 
xKids 2-6 years of age should use no more that a 5mm drop of toothpaste. 
xKids must be closely monitored to insure they do not consume more than required for brushing,xIf more than 5mm is consumed, you must contact poison control. (says it right on the tube)xFruits and Vegetables absorb fluoride from pesticides and store it in various amounts.
xJuice may contain fluorides. 
xCoke and Dr, Pepper contain fluoride. 
xThe chemical process used to make Teflon non-stick pans can leach fluorides into your food.xThe human body can not remove excess fluorides from our bodies and will accumulate it in our bones and 
various organs. 

If you still think fluoride is good, piease go eat some toothpaste as you obviously need more. 

812112012 



Moore-Love, Karla ls b 6r z 

From: 
Sent: 

Bill Goldman [bgskip@msn.com]
Saturday, August 18,20121 :39 PM 

To: Parsons, Susan 
Cc: Glenn Goldman 
Subject: Elected Officials 

I wish to add my voice to those opposing water fluoridation. About 97o/o of Europeans choose not to use it. 
The ADA opposes it for since November 2006 babies because it can cause dental fluorosis, a permanent tooth 
defect that in 50 years since its introduction has risen from !0o/o of children to 30olo. Fluoride in the water 
accounts for thyroid, brain,m bone and kidney damage. It is a by-prodluct of industrial wastes and the 
lobbies for these companies are probably paying off Council members who vote for the Bill. To learn more, go 
to 

http : //www.fl uoridea lert. org/opposed-water-fl uoridation. aspx 

Bill Goldman, 1500 ne 15 ave, - apt445, portland, org7232 ph - 503-569-7653 
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Moore-Love, Karla åffiffi#åm 
From: carol weidig [carol.weidigl@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 15,2012 10:06 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

subject: stop the covering of our reserviors and putting fluoride in our water 

how are we to stop the City frour covcring our rcscrviors altd putting Fluoricle in the water... 

8/1s12012 

mailto:carol.weidigl@gmail.com



