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  “Most journalists are intimidated by science. . . . The consequences for a journalist in getting it wrong in covering a political issue, or a sporting event, or a business development amount to embarrassment. Getting it wrong in vaccines, and possibly being responsible for the death or disability of innocents, involves taking on more responsibility than many journalists can countenance. Even if the journalist doesn’t get it wrong, in the absence of proof, he will be blamed as if he did, making him a pariah. Again, this isn’t the role that journalists want for themselves.”—Lawrence Solomon, columnist for the National Post, former a columnist for the Globe and Mail, contributor to the Wall Street Journal and publisher of the award-winning The Next City magazine.

  “The mainstream media treats the peer-reviewed scientific literature as if it’s uncorrupted by special interests. Nothing could be further from the truth. Scientists and the institutions where they work are just as subject to corruption as Congress, the Catholic Church, and any other institution run by human beings, including the mainstream media itself.”—David Lewis, PhD, former senior-level research microbiologist at the US EPA Office of Research & Development

  “In the 1980s and 90s, US journalists examined and reported on legitimate questions about gaps in vaccine safety science, one-size-fits all vaccine policies, and conflicts of interest between Big Pharma, medical trade, and public health agencies. Although in the twenty-first century too many old guard media outlets simply reprint government and industry press releases, there is a robust public conversation about vaccination and health taking place on the Internet and parents of vaccine injured children are at the forefront of that important conversation.”—Barbara Loe Fisher, vaccine safety advocate

  “The media has been used to influence opinion at all levels—from the judiciary and political leaders, to the man and woman on the street. And turned on in critical moments, for example, displacing blame for vaccine failures during disease outbreaks. For those at street level in particular, its false message has failed miserably. Why? Because 33 percent of US parents with children under 18 believe vaccines cause autism. Why? Because the truth is in plain sight every day, on every street, in every school. Not because of one man or one celebrity. A measure of the integrity of the media—what is left of it—will be its reaction when forced to face the fact that it is a whore.”—Andrew Wakefield, MD

  “As citizens of this capitalist nation, we cannot rely on corporate-sponsored news media for the truth.”—Kelly Brogan, MD, Holistic Women’s Health Psychiatry, New York, NY
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  “If you want to sell a lie, get the press to sell it for you.”

  —Argo, 2012

  “The two most misguided notions held in America: Our government wouldn’t really do that to us; if they did, they would tell us about it on TV.”

  —Anonymous

  “Oh my God, I cannot believe we did what we did, but we did. It’s the lowest point in my career, that I went along with that paper. I went along with this, we didn’t report significant findings. . . . I have great shame now when I meet families with kids with autism because I have been part of the problem. . . . I was complicit and I went along with this. . . . We didn’t report significant findings. . . . The higher-ups wanted to do certain things, and I went along with it.”

  —Dr. William Thompson, August, 2014

  Senior CDC scientist breaking thirteen years of silence on the CDC study that found an increased risk of autism in African American boys receiving the MMR vaccine on time compared with those receiving it later.


  Foreword

  Autism as a Symptom of Our Dystopia

  I wanted to write this for Anne’s book because it has been and continues to be such an honor to know her and work with her. We have coauthored several articles, such as our first, “Throwing Children into Oncoming Traffic.” (2007)

  Anne has been an unsung truth-teller, unrelenting in her Internet commentaries about what the media is prevaricating about from one day to the next as it relates to what autism is doing to our children. A daunting task for one human, but she has been at it now for years and has never missed a beat.

  You will discern this for yourself as you read the pages of this revealing book about a seriously troubling subject that makes me often ashamed to be a physician. In our “modern times,” we have almost no concept of our true present, let alone our true past. Neither do we grasp our vulnerability as humans on this planet.

  Let me take you back to the year 1989, when the first child with “autism” that I had ever laid eyes on was brought into my office by his mother. I did not know it was autism at first as I had not been taught anything about autism in medical school and had never encountered a child with autism through my residency at UCLA. I studied this four-year-old boy carefully. I could see intelligence behind his eyes but an increasingly high level of frustration was building as it was clear he was trying to communicate verbally and nothing intelligent would come from his lips, just like an old-time phone switchboard where all the wrong wires were plugged into all the wrong connections. The frustration overwhelmed him, and he lost his composure.

  I remember going through textbooks later that day thinking I had just seen 1 in 10,000. I had been a board-certified pediatrician for more than two decades, and I can tell you these kids were not there at the beginning of the last quarter of the twentieth century. I saw a lot of rare and unusual disorders, but I had never seen a case of autism before that day.

  Yet, HHS, the CDC, and NIMH would have us all believe that pediatricians who practiced in the seventies and eighties were not astute enough to diagnose autism, that these children and adults were among us all the time, and that we just “missed” all these little people who would suddenly stop talking, become incontinent, scream all day, walk on their toes, and throw themselves on the floor in supermarkets and parking lots when they weren’t just trying to run off without direction or purpose.

  Any illness that goes from 1 in 10,000 to 1 in 50 in the course of a couple of decades should be of interest to members of the media but, sadly, they’re content to merely repeat the tired claims of health officials and leave every aspect of autism as one big mystery.

  Why aren’t members of the media looking for all those autistic adults that we called something else before we became so enlightened?

  Instead, why are we told over and over that all the autism is nothing new and that it isn’t really a problem society needs to concern itself with? Is autism called a genetic disorder because then no one need be concerned about the cause because it’s something kids are born with?

  If we want the situation to change, we have to stop lying to ourselves about it first and foremost. We may not be able to control who lies to us, but the media shouldn’t be repeating the lies, unquestioned. That is the first step, so let’s start there.

  When I talk to the parents of affected children, a very large percentage of them are not mystified by what happened to their children. They know what caused them to develop autism. It was the vaccinations their child received.

  In the last decade, I have lost count of how many hundreds of affected children I have treated. It is often a multisystem disorder, with several comorbid infections, allergies, gut issues, endocrine abnormalities, and toxic burdens. Not everyone recovers, nor is everyone recoverable, but much can be done for many if we can stop all the prevarication about what is causing the chronic disease around us.

  It has been ten years since I was invited to give testimony in front of the House Committee on Government Reform and Oversight (Health Subcommittee) by US Congressman Dan Burton of Indiana. At that time, a few members of Congress were truly interested in what could be done for all the Autism Spectrum Disorder children. I naively thought something would come from this, but two years later, a congressional staffer who had been at that hearing told me there would never be a bill passed in Congress that had the words “autism” and “treatment” in it.

  Congress wasn’t interested in really helping children disabled with autism.

  At that time, I was about to propose a constructive plan to have affected children treated, but “treatment” means there is something to treat, which also means there is a reason there is something to be treated. So nothing has happened to help affected children, and nothing has been done to understand the cause. Instead, it is politically correct to say autism is a genetic disorder kids are born with. Analysis of the funding shows it is all directed at trying to find that elusive genetic cause. Never mind there has never been a genetic epidemic. We have wasted millions of dollars on gene research while doing nothing to stop an epidemic.

  News reports flood the public with confusing and contradictory stories about autism and its possible cause. What the media doesn’t cover is the fact that today more and more scientists are recognizing that environmental toxins are strongly implicated in the autism epidemic. Sadly, even many of the people who recognize that toxic chemicals cause autism are unwilling to link autism to the toxins we regularly inject into children in their vaccines.

  Incredibly, courses in environmental and nutritional medicine are not taught in medical schools, despite the fact that the greatest strides in human health have taken place because of improvements in sanitation and proper nutrition. These subjects are not taught because they have nothing to do with promoting and selling patented medicines.

  And a child who develops autism has that genetic disposition to be severely affected by the onslaught of toxic exposures in the environment.

  Autism is an environmentally triggered immunoencephalopathy (a disease of the brain caused by something in the environment and which engages the immune system) that is often mediated by mitochondrial dysfunction. And because there are triggers, it can potentially be treated by removing the toxins and repairing the damage.

  It is past the time to recognize what is happening to our children.

  Kenneth P. Stoller, MD

  Fellow American College of Hyperbaric Medicine


  Introduction

  On September 19, 2012, Kim Stagliano, author of All I Can Handle: I’m No Mother Teresa: A Life Raising Three Daughters with Autism, was on Good Morning Texas at WFAA in Dallas. As she talked, family photos appeared showing her three daughters, all of whom have autism. The conversation focused on the problems parents face and the need for services for what Stagliano called “an epidemic.” The reporter interviewing Kim at WFAA said that she herself had a child on the autism spectrum. She asked Kim why news outlets weren’t talking about autism as a crisis. Kim answered, “I don’t know, but there has been a concerted effort across the media to play down the tragedy of the epidemic. These are children who may never live up to their full potential. Part of my work is to raise that alarm bell that we need to do more.”

  During the course of the interview, Stagliano mentioned that she was in Dallas to attend a luncheon for workers “who service over 60,000 children in Dallas County who have developmental disabilities.” She said that she hoped research would tell us how to prevent autism, something rarely ever mentioned in autism stories in the news.

  This interview on WFAA asked the really important question about why members of the media cover autism like they do. Why doesn’t the press report on autism as a serious health care issue? Why don’t we see words like “crisis” and “epidemic” in stories about autism?

  Members of the media have consistently backed the people who are out to convince us that autism is a normal and acceptable part of childhood. Every stunning increase in the autism rate is presented as merely “better diagnosing” and no real increase. On a regular basis, studies are publicized linking autism to genetics or the actions of parents. We don’t see the severe side of autism in the two-minute news coverage of walks for awareness or autism fundraisers. Despite all the evidence to the contrary, news stories universally reassure us that there is no link between autism and the ever-expanding vaccine schedule and pit misguided parents and debunked research up against the medical community and health officials. No one in the mainstream media is ever worried about the fact that when we talk about autism, we’re almost always talking about children with autism. No one wonders why we have to train teachers, firefighters, EMTs, and police to deal with individuals with autism. No one asks why we have to have “sensory friendly” movie showings and “sensitive Santas” and “autism friendly” story times at the library. No one looks for the misdiagnosed or undiagnosed adults in group homes and institutions in order to give us the proof that autism has always been around at the rate we see in our children. No one questions the motives of the agency that runs the vaccine program when they produce yet another study showing their vaccines don’t harm children.

  This kind of coverage has conditioned Americans to accept autism as the mysterious condition that experts just can’t figure out but that they’re not really worried about, either.

  Meanwhile the autism generation is aging into adulthood with nowhere to go. This is the real autism disaster. This will be the final proof that autism is an epidemic of recent origin. We’ve never had a significant adult population like this, and we’re doing nothing to prepare for them. Epidemics have come and gone in human history, but the victims either recovered or died. They didn’t live long lives dependent on the rest of the population for their support and care, which is what the victims of autism are going to do. And when that happens, the American people will want to know why no one warned them this was coming. Why didn’t officials do everything to address autism as a health care emergency? Why didn’t doctors sound an alarm over all the sick kids that weren’t here twenty years ago? And why didn’t the press honestly and thoroughly report on what autism was doing to our children?

  People trust that health officials are doing everything they can about autism—they’re looking for answers and telling us everything they know. And people believe that members of the media are doing their jobs. If there were really something going on here, reporters would be talking about it. That’s the way the system is supposed to work.


  CHAPTER ONE

  UNANSWERED QUESTIONS

  “The release of the paper was greeted with media silence. I spoke to journalists who flat out told me that their networks or their editors were pressured to not cover this story. One highly placed investigative journalist at a major network told me, ‘I can’t believe what you found. This should be our lead story. It’s shocking. And I’ve been told that I can’t cover it.’”

  —Louis Conte on the media’s failure to cover “Unanswered Questions.”

  May 10, 2011, was an important date in the ongoing controversy over vaccines and autism in the US. That was when the report “Unanswered Questions from the Vaccine Injury Compensation Program: A Review of Compensated Cases of Vaccine-Induced Brain Injury” was published in the Pace University Environmental Law Review.1 This report was the culmination of a two-year investigation into the records of the US Vaccine Injury Compensation Program (VICP). There were four authors of the paper: Mary Holland, a law professor at NYU, Louis Conte, a probation officer in Westchester County, NY, and Robert Krakow and Lisa Colin, both attorneys who handle vaccine injury cases in the program.

  These four people have something else in common. They are parents of children with autism. Their report in the Environmental Law Review was the result of months of work by a number of people sifting through the often incomplete and confusing records of the VICP. The authors put together the individual cases of children injured by vaccines, and they came up with the stunning results showing that in eighty-three cases, the federal government had compensated families where the child became autistic following routine vaccination. All together, they had examined about 200 of the official cases heard by the federal government.

  Despite the obscurity of the program, this announcement should have sent shock waves through official agencies. Lawmakers should have taken notice. Most important of all, the national media should have been asking lots of questions.

  For years, doctors, health officials, and news outlets had unfailingly denied a link between vaccines and autism. They told the public that lots of studies had been done and there was no evidence that vaccines had anything to do with a child developing autism.

  So why had the federal government compensated these children? Why hadn’t anyone brought this to light before? Some of these cases went back more than twenty years. What was really going on here? How many more cases like these were yet undiscovered?

  “Unanswered Questions” had an important opening question: “Is the Vaccine Injury Compensation Program (‘VICP’) of the US Court of Federal Claims a fair forum?” Considering how this program is set up and how it functions, the answer in the minds of many would have to be “No.” First of all, parents dutifully taking their children in for routine vaccinations are most likely unaware of existence of the VICP. They’re also probably not informed that if their child is injured by a vaccine, neither the doctor nor the vaccine maker has any liability.

  The Law Review article stated, “Under the 1986 National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act (‘1986 Law’), Congress created an administrative forum that it meant to ensure simple justice for children; it gave the VICP original jurisdiction for all vaccine injury claims.” This empowered the federal government to decide if a vaccine injury claim was valid and should be compensated. In reality, it put parents of vaccine-injured children up against government lawyers defending a government program, using government money.

  The issue became more complicated because the question now being asked by more and more concerned parents was: Can vaccines cause a child to become autistic? The official denials had been out there for years. Experts at the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention announced successive studies, all showing no association. How then could it be that the federal government continued to deny a link while recognizing individual cases of vaccine-induced autism?

  The study covered in the Pace Environmental Law Review revealed that within the 2,500 claims of vaccine injury that have been compensated by the Court of Federal Claims since 1986, eighty-three were found to involve children who became autistic as a result of their vaccinations. Since the creation of the VICP, the government had adamantly denied ever compensating a child for vaccine-induced autism.

  By 2005, there were almost five thousand claims filed by parents that vaccines had caused their child to develop autism. The implications here were massive. Eventually, the VICP came up with several autism-vaccine test cases in which the decision reached would then apply to all the other claims. These four cases were known as the Omnibus Autism Proceeding, and the final judgments would directly affect the five thousand claims of a causal link between vaccines and autism waiting to be heard in federal vaccine court.

  While the Omnibus Autism Proceeding would set the precedent for denying the existing claims that “autism” could result from vaccinations, the government had long been compensating children who suffered “encephalopathy” (altered brain function) and “residual seizure disorder” because of the vaccines they received. Officials now needed to answer the question: Are there differences in the symptoms exhibited by children with encephalopathy and those labeled autistic? Is this just splitting a very fine hair over the terms used to describe the same condition?

  “Unanswered Questions” pointed out that the definition of “autistic disorder” in the official Diagnostic and Statistical Manual for Mental Disorders is similar to “the VICP’s definitions of ‘encephalopathy, seizures and sequela.’”

  The Pace article went into detail on how the Vaccine Injury Compensation Program works. The VICP, as it was set up by Congress, was supposed to be a “no fault program under which awards could be made to vaccine-injured persons quickly, easily, and with certainty and generosity.”

  Back in 1986, parents of vaccine-injured children first had to file a claim with the VICP, which was under the control of the Court of Federal Claims in Washington, D.C. If the case failed to be heard or lost in federal court, parents could still pursue a claim in state courts. This whole thing hinged on the belief that there were “relatively few who were injured by vaccines.” As it turned out, this was not really the case.

  Despite the pretense that the government had set up a generous program to provide for children whose “futures have been destroyed” and who face “mounting expenses,” the conditions that had to be met and the limited table of acceptable vaccine injuries meant few children could actually qualify to file a claim.

  As “Unanswered Questions” revealed, “All the injuries on the Vaccine Injury Table were to have occurred within thirty days of vaccination. Most injuries listed on the Table described events that must occur within hours or three days of a child receiving a vaccine.”

  The relatively few parents with a recognized claim in federal vaccine court, as it came to be called, found themselves opposed by the US Department of Health and Human Services and the Justice Department, not the manufacturer of the vaccine that injured their child. The fact that the vaccine makers themselves had absolutely no liability in federal court meant this industry had been given a unique disincentive to produce a truly safe product.

  Instead of having their case heard in a real courtroom with a judge and jury, claimants in the VICP have their petitions heard by one of eight “special masters” from the Court of Federal of Claims. Incredibly, “decisions of the special masters do not serve as precedent in subsequent proceedings in state or federal court.” The fact that one child’s vaccine injury was recognized had nothing to with the next case where a child experienced that exact same situation of vaccine damage.

  In order to address the mounting backlog of 5,000 cases involving autism as a vaccine injury, the VICP would use the testcase decision of parents alleging that the live virus mumps-measles-rubella vaccine caused autism and the testcase decision of parents alleging that the mercury-based vaccine preservative thimerosal caused autism to apply to all the other autism-vaccine claims.

  In 2009, three test cases involving the MMR, Michelle Cedillo, Colten Snyder, and Yates Hazlehurst, failed in federal court. That meant that all the claims of autism resulting from this vaccine were denied. The same thing happened with the cases involving thimerosal. Two of the decisions were appealed, but they also failed in the Federal Court of Appeals, and, by 2010, all 5,000 petitioners were informed that their cases had been dismissed.

  The judicial double standard was undeniable and deeply troubling to parents with autistic children. Despite the fact that thousands of vaccine-autism cases were now thrown out by the VICP, dozens of others making the same claims had been routinely compensated. “Unanswered Questions” contained a table of twenty-one of the compensated cases listing the case name and the description of the symptoms of autism or autism-like behavior.

  
    [H]er behavior, which includes head banging, pulling her own hair, and scratching at things, must be constantly redirected. Her disruptive and non-compliant behavior has become a major barrier to progress in functioning.

    His mental development has been arrested. . . . He doesn’t speak and will never communicate verbally. He doesn’t respond to verbal communication. He is not toilet trained. . . . He is self-destructive and very difficult to manage. He needs constant one-on-one care to protect him from injuring himself and others.

    Jennifer is a severely mentally retarded individual with hyperactive and destructive behaviors. . . . Her social functioning is extremely inappropriate and she is belligerent and sometimes aggressive. . . . She practices self-stimulating behaviors and she repeatedly bites her hand. She presents a danger to herself and to family members.

    Richelle’s disabilities include autistic-like behavior, hyperactivity, and partially controlled seizures.

    Respondent argues that Eric’s current behavior manifestations and retardation fit the pattern of autistic spectrum disorders . . .

    They further allege Sarah developed autism and behavior problems as the sequelae of her Table injury.

    Seventeen of these twenty-one cases . . . mention the word “autism” or “autistic” or one of the autistic disorders. . . .

  

  “Unanswered Questions” also described in detail how investigators uncovered the cases where the federal government compensated children for vaccine injuries that may have included autism. Volunteers phoned these families and asked specific questions about their child’s vaccine injury and about their experience with the VICP. These were not leading questions. A number of the families that reported behaviors associated with autism were then looked at more extensively. A questionnaire was designed by three physicians according to the criteria used by professionals to diagnose autism, and it was used to determine if a child really had symptoms of autism.

  After finding these eighty-three compensated cases, the authors of “Unanswered Questions” called for more investigation by the government.

  “This discussion must start with the caveat that we are able to only interpret the subgroup of eighty-three compensated cases that we have located. Out of a total number of approximately 2,500 compensated vaccine injury claims, we recognize that this is a small subset. It is our hope that this preliminary study will lead to a more complete study of all cases of compensated vaccine injury. Such a study might provide a far more comprehensive understanding of vaccine injury.

  “Despite its limitations, this study suggests that compensated cases of vaccine-induced encephalopathy associated with autism started with the inception of the VICP in 1989 and have continued at least through 2010. Of these eighty-three compensated cases including autism, seventeen note an autistic disorder in a published decision of the Court of Federal Claims, and twenty-two have SCQ questionnaires confirming caregiver reports of autism. In other words, thirty-nine of the eighty-three cases, or 47 percent of this sample, have confirmation of autism beyond parental report alone. The evidence of an association in these cases between recognized vaccine injuries (encephalopathy and residual seizure disorders) and autism exists.”

  “Unanswered Questions” reported on the fact that the government has never acknowledged what was going on under the supervision of the Department of Health and Human Services and the Department of Justice. The Court of Federal Claims may have been paying out millions for vaccine damages that included autism, but, officially, they said nothing about it.

  
    It is notable that over a twenty year period the VICP did not publicly acknowledge an apparent vaccine-encephalopathy-autism link. While in the early years of the program there might have been no particular attention to this association, certainly by the late 1990s, the question of vaccine injury and autism was one of general public interest. The finding of so many cases of autism among compensated cases calls into question HHS’s assertions on the topic.

    Several of the damage awards that HHS compensated included expenses uniquely related to autism. For example, such expenses included Applied Behavioral Analysis (“ABA”), a form of instructional intervention created and used for individuals on the autism spectrum. In other cases, VICP-appointed life planners recommended that families install a fence as the child would be likely to wander later in life. Wandering is a well-recognized characteristic and danger for children with autism. . . .

    The authors also received medical and educational records confirming the children’s autism diagnoses for some of the compensated cases.

  

  “Unanswered Questions” also described what happened to individual children and what their lives are like today.

  
    A. is profoundly autistic. She is non-verbal, has major behavioral issues, is self-injurious . . . classic and very severe autism. . . . She cannot be left alone ever. . . . A. was a beautiful baby, who was developing normally, but who had obvious reactions to her first two DPT vaccines. One left her leg swollen and red, and she developed a high fever and screamed after the other. But the doctors did not hesitate to give A. her third DPT shot when she was five months old, and she went over the edge. She had the shot at 4:00 p.m., and by 6:00 p.m. she had a fever of 105 degrees. . . . After that day, she was gone.

    B. (aged 44) has no speech, no functional use of his hands, and will no longer stand. . . . He has a couple of seizures every day. . . . B’s teeth had to be pulled out because he would not allow anyone near his mouth to brush them. He is not potty trained. He is very sensory defensive, flaps his hands, and makes moaning noises.

    C. is a ‘giant baby’ because although she is an overweight eighteen-year-old, she functions at the level of a two-year-old. She has no life really, compared to her peers. She has very little functional communication and can only say a few words, like “eat” or short phrases that she repeats incessantly . . . She is still in diapers, with no probability that she will ever be potty trained. . . . C. now has frequent periods (every four to six months) of frustration, extreme rage, and self-injurious behavior.

  

  It was also noted in “Unanswered Questions” that even though these parents had vaccine injury claims that were recognized and compensated by the federal government, they were not satisfied with how they were treated.

  When parents were asked the simple question, “Was your child’s claim resolved fairly?” they responded,

  
    No, it was a war.

    DOJ attorneys were disrespectful and combative. . . . The compensation program should be about compensation and not about defense of the vaccine program.

    The attorney for the government was absolutely horrible. She was cold, insulting, and did whatever she could to keep us from being compensated. She pushed for C. to be put in a group home because it would be cheaper than allowing her to live with her family, and she argued against very basic home safety devices like latches on cupboards, a fence for the yard, and a special swing where C. would not fall out when a seizure hit.

  

  These parents saw the need for serious changes in the way the compensation program works.

  
    The court spends far too much time looking for ways not to compensate families.

    It should be overhauled.

    There should be a program in place that would allow the court to reassess children later in life to see if their needs have changed. This would make the life care planning less contentious and would allow for changes in laws, insurance coverage, and mostly the child’s level of functioning. It is ridiculous to assume that you can adequately plan when a child is very young for every possible consequence of the vaccine damage throughout the child’s life.

  

  The Pace report pointed out the sobering truth that while a parent expects the government to do something for a child harmed by a vaccine, the program is set up to insure that as few injuries as possible are recognized.

  
    “The overwhelming majority of petitioners in the VICP have not received compensation. Of the 13,755 claims filed in the VICP to date, 2,621 awards have been paid, or less than one in five of total number of claims filed. So far, 5,277 claims have been dismissed and 5,857 claims are pending. As most of the pending cases are in the Omnibus, they are likely to be dismissed. The March 3, 2011, HHS Statistics Report notes that ‘HHS has never concluded in any case that autism was caused by vaccination.’”

  

  One important unanswered question was how many more cases of autism are among the several thousand children compensated for vaccine damage. Is the government at all curious? Does anyone hold officials accountable to find out?

  The report asked,

  
    (1) Were HHS and DOJ aware of the prevalence of autism diagnoses among those who have been compensated for encephalopathy and residual seizure disorder?

    (2) What percentage of the remaining VICP-compensated cases of vaccine-induced injuries manifest autism?

    (3) Is “autism” perhaps a different term for slightly less severe encephalopathy and residual seizure disorder? Is it possible that ‘autism’ is a form of brain damage similar to acute encephalopathy and residual seizure disorder but vaccine-induced brain damage all the same? This argument has been made for over two decades; unfortunately, the hypothesis has been inadequately studied.

  

  “Unanswered Questions” also wanted to know if the real problem here is the use of the word “autism.”

  
    Some may argue that vaccines indirectly caused autism as a result of other vaccine-induced brain damage. Whether autism is considered a secondary injury to encephalopathy and residual seizure disorder or a primary injury appears to be a semantic point having little legal significance. Under either theory, vaccines led to brain injury, and the VICP has compensated that vaccine-induced brain injury, including autism. In other words, HHS has been compensating certain expenses of vaccine-induced autism for more than twenty years when labeled as “encephalopathy” and “residual seizure disorder” but not compensating it when labeled “autism” without cogent explanation.

  

  What is the truth here? Can it be that the government does, on occasion, agree with overwhelming evidence that yes, vaccines do cause autism? Do they do it in such a manner that the public never hears about it? Is that the reason that they can still maintain that vaccines are never the direct cause of autism?

  The authors of “Unanswered Questions” called on Congress to look into this. This seemingly double standard regarding autism and vaccines cannot continue. Either autism is a side effect of vaccination or it isn’t. They cannot have it both ways.

  
    Autism is the most prevalent developmental disorder in the United States . . . This preliminary evaluation suggests that vaccine-induced encephalopathy and seizure disorder may be associated with autism. We recommend that Congress open an investigation of all compensated cases of vaccine-induced injury to find out how frequently this association occurs. Congress should find out what HHS, DOJ, and the VICP knew about the existence of autism as a characteristic of those compensated for encephalopathy and residual seizure disorder.

  

  “Unanswered Questions” concluded by saying,

  
    While there are likely many routes to “autism,” including neurological insults and toxic post-natal exposures, this preliminary analysis of VICP-compensated cases suggests that autism is also associated with vaccine-induced brain damage. . . .

    Based on this preliminary assessment, there may be no meaningful distinction between cases of encephalopathy and residual seizure disorder that the VICP compensated over the last twenty years and the cases of “autism” that the VICP has denied. If true, this would be a profound injustice to those denied recovery and to all those who have invested trust in this system that Congress created. This preliminary study calls for Congress to investigate the VICP and for scientists to investigate all compensated cases of vaccine injury to gain a fuller understanding of the totality of consequences of vaccine injury.

  

  Parents and advocates had to act quickly when “Unanswered Questions” was published. They had to make sure this information reached more people than just the readers of the Pace University Environmental Law Review.

  Actually the day before, on May 9, 2011, in a Fox News exclusive called Government Paid Millions to Vaccine-Injured Kids, reporter Alisyn Camerota publicized the “groundbreaking announcement” that would take place on May 10 in Washington D.C.2 She did this in an interview with one of the mothers involved in the study, a psychologist, Dr. Sarah Bridges. Camerota began by saying that there would be a major announcement shortly. An investigation had found dozens of families with vaccine-injured children who had been compensated by the federal government. These injuries included autism. Dr. Bridges was one of these parents. Camerota asked her why she believed that her son’s autism was the result of the vaccines he had received. Sarah Bridges said that the evidence was overwhelming. He was a normal, healthy baby until his check-up at four months. He got a number of shots at that doctor visit, and the reaction was immediate. That very night he was sick. He woke his parents with a high-pitched scream and become unconscious. His temperature was 106. He began seizing. Doctors had to sedate him to the point of not breathing in order to stop the seizures. From that point on, according to Dr. Bridges, all his disabilities began—including his descent into autism.

  Camerota brought up the government’s double speak, namely that while officials continue to say there is no link between vaccines and autism, these cases show that they do recognize a link. Parents have received compensation. She also mentioned the case of Hannah Poling, whose claim of vaccine induced autism was conceded by medical experts at HHS, although it was alleged to be so unique because of her underlying mitochondrial condition that there were probably no other cases like hers. Camerota asked Bridges how much she received from the government.

  Bridges said that her son had been awarded millions by the US government for what vaccines did to him—mental retardation, seizures, autism—but there were a number of strings attached. Every penny must be accounted for, right down to the cost of the diapers. She said it is paid out in an annual annuity, and, when they were figuring these costs, she was told things like, “A lot of kids don’t live to be very old with this disability”

  Camerota pointed up the contradiction involved in this. The government has never publicly admitted a link between vaccines and autism. They’ve always cited the studies showing that there was no connection, but this news, “in some ways, smacks of a cover-up.” She then asked Bridges if she was ever told to keep quiet about the settlement. Bridges answered, “Very routinely.”

  She said that she was told that this is an annuity. It could be stopped. She was warned not to talk about it. Because of all the secrecy surrounding her settlement, she admitted that she had “no idea how prevalent this was.”

  Bridges went on to describe the toll autism had taken on her family. Her marriage ended. Her other children were severely impacted, and her disabled son ended up being placed in a home because of his critical needs.

  Camerota continued saying that the next day, May 10, 2011, dozen of families would be “taking the bold step” of making an announcement in Washington. This would be done despite the fact that families had been told “to be quiet because the money could dry up for care.”

  Bridges talked about that announcement. She said it was “a red herring” for the government to claim that there was no link between vaccines and autism. Her child had been compensated in 2001. Dozens of other children also had their claims recognized by the government. Even one exception meant that the government’s claim was invalid. She added that there was a risk in parents doing this. Some parents were not willing to speak out but Bridges felt that she was one of the “lucky ones” and therefore she felt “a real obligation to do that.”

  Camerota pointed out that these parents are not anti-vaccine. They simply want the risks publicized.

  Bridges agreed. She said that there’s probably a genetic susceptibility that puts “a very few number of people” at risk. She stated that she was “very pro-vaccine” and there were some that would be injured for “the public good.” Her concern was the government’s reluctance to recognize and care for the children who were injured. “To me, that is completely immoral. That’s where the victimization happened to me, not in the fact that we were unfortunate to be one of the few that was injured.”

  Fox News then included an expert to present the other side.

  Camerota said that what Sarah Bridges presented was “tough evidence to refute.” Dr. Cynara Comer, assistant professor of surgery at Mount Sinai Medical Center, responded.

  Comer said that parents weren’t actually being compensated for autism, but for brain damage, at the same time she said, “Autism apparently seems to be one of the illnesses that they were awarding money for.” She cautioned that “we have to be very, very careful about this.” She said she was very sympathetic for Dr. Bridges because her son was “quote, unquote, and I don’t mean this in a bad way, damaged, or hurt, by these vaccinations, or injured by these vaccinations.”

  Comer cited the studies that show vaccines are safe and beneficial and that these benefits outweighed the risks. “And although autism has been implicated as causing injuries from vaccinations, or being . . . as autism has been, implicated in vaccinations, we have to also look at the other studies that have shown that autism . . . has not been caused by vaccinations.”

  Camerota then brought up the distinction between the use of the term “encephalopathy” and the term “autism” with Dr. Bridges. Bridges said that “encephalopathy” is the medical term for “brain injury.” The government may use the word “encephalopathy” in acknowledging a vaccine injury that resulted in autism, but according to her, “this is real word play.” She said, “The real crime is when we then have children who are damaged for the public good, that we don’t take care of properly.”

  It was encouraging for parents to see Fox News cover this so thoroughly. Many thought that what was happening might finally force the government, mainstream medicine, and the rest of the media to honestly address this controversy.

  Fox News continued their extraordinary coverage of this critical event on May 10, 2011, in a report called Law School Links Autism, Vaccines in Report. Camerota interviewed one of the authors of the Pace Law Review report, NYU law professor Mary Holland. The Fox News began by that saying that regardless of all the official statements, “the feds have been quietly compensating children injured by vaccines. These are children who have autism, all this, despite the public denials.” Camerota asked Holland why this announcement was so important.

  Holland pointed out the obvious contradiction. The government says that they have never recognized a link between vaccines and autism, yet here are dozens of cases. She called for answers. “We want Congress to hold hearings.”3

  Camerota acknowledged that the authors of the study are “not disinterested” since all of them have autistic children. Two of them are lawyers who’ve represented vaccine-injured children. She asked about the objectivity of the findings.

  According to Holland, the facts speak for themselves. They found eighty-three cases exploring the government’s data. She said that these cases can be verified by the Department of Justice and by Health and Human Services. These were the facts. Holland explained, “I think the fact that we are stakeholders in this issue goes to our motivation. I don’t think it goes to bias.”

  Asked about the amounts of the settlements, Holland said the accounts varied. Some of the annuities involved tens of thousands of dollars and some amounted to millions. “We’re talking about really large sums of money with these families who have children who are severely injured by vaccines and they also have autism.”

  Camerota brought up what Dr. Bridges had said about the secret nature of these settlements. Bridges had been told not to talk about it. Camerota said it was implied that going public could put her annuity at risk. What had other families been told? Holland couldn’t speak for the families who’d been compensated in that regard, but the information about the settlements was found in federal docket reports and published judicial decisions. This was indisputable.

  The discussion then turned to the repercussions from this news. Camerota noted that millions of children get vaccinated and have no problem. She asked if talking about eighty-three cases of vaccines and autism might create “a public panic.” What if parents stopped vaccinating because of it?

  Mary Holland said, “We’re not anti-vaccine, but we are anti-vaccine injury. I think we can all agree that children should get the safest vaccines humanly possible, and that those children who have the grave misfortune to be injured by their childhood vaccines should be compensated.” She emphasized that we have to create a fair and just compensation program. The public should be told the truth about vaccine injury.

  Government officials had been asked for a response to this announcement, and Camerota read a statement saying that the government had found no link between the MMR vaccine and autism. Holland was asked for her reaction to the government’s position.

  Mary Holland noted that there were epidemiological studies backing what the government said, but she reminded everyone that the cases that had been compensated were also based on scientific evidence. Holland said that decisions often rested on the use of the word “autism,” regardless of the fact that the injuries are almost identical. She again called for Congress to investigate this federal program.,

  Fox then had their legal analyst, Mercedes Colwin, comment about these eighty-three compensated cases. Camerota asked what it would mean if every case of a child who developed autism after being vaccinated had to be compensated by the government.

  Colwin called it a “colossal slippery slope argument” because the implications were enormous. She made a reference to Hannah Poling, the nine-year-old who “got compensated with millions of dollars” and the possibility that there would be “frivolous claims.” The cost of an onslaught of vaccine injury cases seemed to be more of a concern to Colwin than the fact that the government had secretly recognized autism as a vaccine injury while denying it publicly. “If they’re victorious, we’re talking about millions and millions of dollars in recovery for each child.”

  Next, Camerota asked Mary Holland what the eighty-three cases would mean for the thousands of cases awaiting a decision in “vaccine court.”

  Although Holland didn’t think it would affect the cases directly, she hoped it would cause people to ask their representatives in Washington to take action. Since the vaccine program affected every child, the compensation program should be a concern for every parent.

  With this kind of initial media coverage, one would expect that there would be lots of follow-up by various print and TV news outlets. They would have no choice but to cover the announcement of the VICP study. How could they not talk about it? This was the most heated controversy in pediatric medicine. If all these kids with autism had been compensated for vaccine injury by the government, it was a direct contradiction of everything ever said by US health officials.

  Those listening to what the speakers said on May 10, 2011, in front of the Court of Federal Claims in Washington, understood that these were serious charges being made.4

  Mary Holland, Louis Conte, Dr. Sarah Bridges, Bob Krakow, and Lisa Colin spoke.

  Mary Holland began her remarks saying that their study had just been published in an article called “Unanswered Questions,” in the Pace Environmental Law Review, a peer-reviewed journal. She went on to say that despite the official denials from both the Vaccine Injury Compensation Program and the Department of Health and Human Services, dozens of children compensated for vaccine injuries have autism. Holland quoted the HHS website saying, “[HHS] has never concluded in any case that autism was caused by vaccination,” and that furthermore, in 2010, the Omnibus Autism Proceeding, the Court of Federal Claims and the Federal Circuit Court of Appeal had both rejected claims that vaccines cause autism. But, Holland pointed out the reality that “it is widely medically accepted that vaccines can cause brain damage and injury. They can even cause death. But HHS and the Vaccine Injury Compensation Program have made clear that they’ve concluded that vaccines do not cause autism.”

  Given their strong position denying any connection between the vaccine program and autism, Holland said that one would expect that no vaccine injury case would involve autism. But, she said, “that’s not what we found in our preliminary study . . . based only on the government’s own records.” “Unanswered Questions” revealed that there were twenty-one cases “that associate vaccine injury and autism.” In addition, there were “sixty-two settlement agreements where HHS paid damages, without trial, to victims of vaccine injury who have autism. We found eighty-three cases in all of autism associated with vaccine injury. And we think this is the tip of the iceberg.”

  Holland described how these children were assessed in order to confirm that they actually had autism. “There was confirmation beyond parental report.” In one startling statement, she said, “Based on their eighty-three cases, the autism prevalence rate among those vaccine-injured is at least three times higher than among US children today.”

  Holland brought up the puzzling double standard on the part of those deciding who gets compensated. “Our study suggests that the program has compensated many cases of vaccine injury associated with autism when the word is not used, and has rejected claims of vaccine injury when the word ‘autism’ is used.”

  Next Louis Conte talked about how the investigation was conducted. He said that ten trained volunteers “gathered [the] information that was synthesized in this article.” And for him, it was personal, too. Two of his triplet boys have autism.

  Conte cited the case of Hannah Poling, the Georgia girl whose injury claim was conceded by the federal government in 2008. Hannah Poling has autism. She was a healthy child who suddenly and dramatically regressed into autism following routine vaccinations. Medical experts at HHS agreed, and she was awarded millions in compensation. Conte noted that the government said she suffers from “autism-like symptoms” as a result of her vaccinations, along with brain damage and seizures. The Poling case failed to set any precedents and was declared to be “a rare, freak occurrence.”

  The authors of “Unanswered Questions” didn’t accept that what happened to Hannah Poling was so uncommon. They asked themselves how many other cases of vaccine-induced autism had been quietly settled by the federal government without going to vaccine court. Conte said that with assistance from Pace Law School, they had spent two years investigating vaccine settlements and claims of autism. They sifted through records, interviewed families, and compiled the data that was published in the article. Based on what they found, Conte said, “We suspect that there are many more compensated cases that we did not find.”

  Next, parents spoke about what vaccine injuries were like for their children. Dr. Sarah Bridges, a psychologist from Minneapolis who had been interviewed the previous day on Fox News, spoke first. Her son was damaged by his vaccines. The government agreed, and he received compensation. All the experts who deal with her son, his doctors, his teachers, his therapists, say he has autism, according to his mother. So why is it that the government continues to say that “vaccines never have a linkage to autism”? Bridges wanted to know. “My son was compensated ten years ago, and the government continues to pay for all of his autism treatments. The formal diagnosis of my son, Porter, is brain injury. He has a brain injury that’s led to mental retardation, seizures, and autism. He’s also hyperactive. He requires twenty-four hour care.”

  Dr. Bridges went to say that her son is one of four children and had been born “perfectly healthy” in 1993. It was when he was four months old, at his well-baby checkup, that everything changed. He dramatically reacted to the vaccinations, and, as his mother attested, “That started an odyssey of hospitalizations, of doctors, of medications, of therapies, that culminated in Porter having a case in the vaccine court.” Bridges acknowledged that they were one of the rare cases to have a win in “vaccine court.” The victory is nothing to celebrate, however. She said, “I have a seventeen-year-old boy who wears a helmet and has diapers on. My marriage crumbled during this. The other kids fell apart. The stress was unbelievable, culminating in my son being placed in a home so that he could get round-the-clock care.”
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