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The Economy Versus
Human Health

What’s the Price?
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In their valiant attempts to fix the
economy, leaders must consider the
most financially viable approach in
the long term. Simply throwing
money at failing auto and bank in-
dustries does not solve the problem
and fails to achieve big picture think-

ing.

Americans live in a society in which
industry is given a lot of clout. As a
whole, industry is viewed as keeping
families working and warding off
poverty. Yet, a closer look reveals
that this perception may be decep-
tive. Industry may be contributing
greatly to poverty, home loss, and
national financial ruin.

The total spent on health care in
2007 was 2.4 trillion, or nearly
$8,000 per person. Representing 17
percent of the gross domestic prod-
uct, health care spending is ex-
pected to double to $4.3 trillion by
2017.[1] This represents 20% of
GDP. [I]

Currently, 1.5 million
, families lose their
i homes annually due to
| elevated health care
~ expenses.[l]

A large percentage of
health care costs may
be attributed to envi-
ronmental exposures

from industry manufacturing and
products. Cumulative societal costs
of exposure to toxic substances is
calculated to be as high as $793 bil-
lion dollars annually.[2] Neurodevel-
opment disorders have been linked to
the environment and calculated to
cost as much as $167 billion annually.

[3]
Manufacturing

Living in an industrialized society, a
wide variety of hazardous contami-
nants are released to the environ-
ment from industrial sources which
have the potential to impact human
health. Some commonly used house-
hold products found in every home
also contain toxic chemicals.

Industrial and consumer products
which have been linked to health de-
terioration include:

Bisphenol A

Lead

Formaldehyde

Mercury

Pesticides

Herbicides

Fungicides

Fragrance Chemicals

Flame Retardants

Petroleum Products

Plastics

Children’s Toys

Dry Cleaning Chemicals

Laundry Products
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“The chemical industry often uses non-profit
front groups with pleasant sounding names, neu-
tral-appearing third party spokespeople, and sci-
ence-for-hire studies to try to
convince others of the safety of
their  products,” says Ann
McCampbell, MD. “This helps
promote the appearance of scien-
tific objectivity, hide the biased
and bottom-line driven agenda of
the chemical industry.”[6]

Vaccines

The pharmaceutical companies have free reign
to medicate the nation’s children with vaccine
additives which enhance their profit while simul-
taneously appearing to giving rise to many
chronic illnesses and deaths.

“It was the pharmaceutical industry that told
Congress in 1982 that they were going to leave
the nation without vaccines if they didn't get li-
ability protection. but have opposed making it
less difficult for vaccine victims to obtain federal
compensation in the U.S. Court of Claims under
a 1986 law that gave them liability protec-
tion.”[1] It is this liability protection that makes
it impossible to sue manufacturers when a vac-
cine damages a child’s health.

There are few studies published which call into
question vaccine safety and those which support
vaccine efficacy are frequently misleading. Publi-
cation in prestigious journals is associated with
industry funding, and this association is not ex-
plained by study quality or size.[l]

“Poor methodological quality was associated
with a discrepancy between results and conclu-
sions, and this in turn was associated with opti-
mistic conclusions in non-government sponsored
studies,” says Tom Jefferson, M.D., Ph.D.[4]

The vaccine industry scooped up $10 billion in
annual sales in 2005 and is estimated to reach
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$15 billion by the 2010.[5]
Balancing the Scales

Anticipated billions of dollars of in-
dustry profits seem inviting until the
trillions of dollars of health care
costs are considered. While the job
industry can provide seems eco-
nomically advantageous, people are
becoming poisoned by those profits.
The human body can stand up to
just so much poison before it suc-
cumbs and all those profits are unreachable from a
hospital bed when they are most direly needed.

How much more are American taxpayers willing
to pour into failing industries when industry sur-
vival depends on declining human health which
leads to future economic crisis?

For a little more cost and effort, products can be
made safer. That little cost will pay off in the long
run in saved health care costs.

References

|. Fisher, BL. Vaccine Studies: Under the Influ-
ence of Pharma. Vaccine Awakening. February
2009.

2. Muir, T, & Zegarac, M (2001). Societal costs of
exposure to toxic substances: Economic and
health costs of four case studies that are candi-
dates fro environmental causation. Environmental
Health Perspectives. 109:6, 885-903.

3. Szpir, M (2006). New thinking on neurodevel-
opment. Environmental Health Perspectives. |14:2,
A100-A107.

4. Jefferson, T. (2009) Relation of study quality,
concordance, take home message, funding, and
impact in studies of influenza vaccines: systematic
review. BMJ 2009;338:b354 doi:10.1136/bmj.b354.
5. Costello, D (2007). Vaccine industry is being
revived. Los Angeles Times. January 28, 2007.

6. McCampbell (2001). Multiple Chemical Sensi-
tivities Under Siege. Townsend Letter for Doctors
and Patients. Issue 210, January2001.



