Testimony of Charlie Brown before the FDA Advisory Panel on Mercury Dental Fillings 

Good morning. I'm Charlie Brown. I'm National Council of Consumers for Dental Choice. 

Our major goal is to abolish mercury dental fillings, and I want to make that clear. 

I appreciate the question on the fetal health. Everyone has the same first name here. It's very helpful, Doctor. Anyway, and your question, yesterday three organizations, the Consumers for Dental Choice, the Mercury Policy Project, and the International Academy of Oral Medicine and Toxicology -- that's a mercury free dental society. The ADA is pro mercury, but dentistry is very divided on this, and the IOAMT is anti-mercury, mercury free. 

We filed a petition with the Commissioner to ban mercury fillings immediately for pregnant women, and that needs to happen, and we urge you tomorrow to make that recommendation to the Commissioner. 

Now, what do you need to know? Amalgam is 50 percent mercury. We know that. Amalgam is an exposure to mercury. We know that. In fact, even Dr. Mackert concedes -- and, by the way, he's the ADA's point man around the country. I mean, I think everyone should put their conflict on the table as we do. 

Anyway, amalgam is an especially acute jolt at the moment they're put in. Now, for a pregnant woman, that's more mercury going through her body. So amalgam is 50 percent mercury, and mercury is a neurotoxin. it is an exposure to mercury. 

Now, the Centers for Disease Control calls it a major exposure. The staff at FDA wants to ignore the Centers for Disease Control. The U.S. Public Health Service says it's one of the two major exposures to humans, along with diet. The Canadian Health Canada says it's the major exposure.

So although the FDA staff wants to pretend it's not a problem, it is an exposure, probably a major exposure, but let's just say it is an exposure. So the pregnant woman is getting an exposure to mercury that affects the unborn child. 

Well, then is there any benefit to this? And the answer is no. I mean, FDA had to wrangle the fish issue, and I'm not saying they got a good or bad result, but they had to balance the fact that some people feel, a lot of people feel fish is a good thing for the diet. They had to balance that against the mercury for pregnant women.

There is no balancing here. Do you understand? Mercury fillings aren't needed, not for a single cavity. All through this room are men and women who have been mercury free dentists year after year after year, decade after decade. Some of the pro mercury dentists maybe even on this panel are going to say, "Say we need to use it." The only advantage for the mercury fillings today is dentist economics. The drill, fill, and bill system for the dentists who are the assembly line dentists and the old fashioned dentists.

Modern dentists don't use mercury fillings. Every dental school graduate of every dental school represented here knows how to do the non-mercury filling for any cavity. So again, no benefit for mercury fillings. Every cavity can be filled in every child and every adult by alternatives to mercury fillings. 

So you have the pregnant woman exposed. The unborn child is exposed to mercury. There are no countervailing benefits. That should be a slam dunk, and that should be your decision. We very much hope you will move forward on that. 

Now, why is this continuing? And to do this, and I know we've got a lot of physicians, a lot of dentists here, and a lot of scientists. The contrast between organized medicine and organized dentistry is huge, and you may not know that as a physician. 

The ADA endorses products for money, their seal of acceptance system. It's pay to play contracts. The AMA says that's unethical. 

The ADA has a gag rule on mercury. They tell dentists, "Don't talk about the mercury unless it's suggested." 

I mean, how else do you account for the fact that a Zogby poll this year said 76 percent of the people could not name the main component of amalgam. Certainly most people go to a dentist. They aren't learning it. 

What are they learning? They're learning the deception of the ADA, of silver fillings. They're learning the ADA has a brochure -- I thought I had it in my package -- a brochure that calls this "silver fillings." The ADA in its brochure says, well, you can have an allergy to mercury, something like you could have to pollen or dust. 

I mean, the ADA endorses products for money. The ADA has a gag rule. The ADA has patents on amalgam, but again, the AMA doesn't do any of that. I'm not shilling for any other group, but I mean, I know the ADA wants to fight for its interest. A big part of its interest are these pay to play contracts. 

So they have a gag rule. They have patents. They have pay to play contracts, and they still endorse mercury. When did the AMA stop endorsing mercury? About 1900. I know medicine used it in the 19th Century and every physician knows that was an historical mistake. It's an historical mistake for dentists today. 

In fact, if you talk to dentists and you talk to the ADA, the ADA proposed rule -- and it's rule is dead; I'm going to explain that. That rule is dead, legally dead -- but the ADA rule, proposed rule, had said that, hey, this is good. The most compelling reason is that it has been used for over 100 years. Like cigarettes? I mean, what are we talking about? It has been used a long time, and that makes it safe? 

That's unbelievable. Imagine a medical school professor saying, "Class, this is the procedure we've used since before the Civil War. Stand by it." 

You know, we quit cutting off legs. And, by the way, there's an economic justice issue, and that's huge. I think Congresswoman Watson may address it here. A lot of the pro mercury dentists say, "Well, but that's all we can afford for poor people." 

You know, pre-Civil War we sawed off legs. It's a lot cheaper, a lot faster, quicker. The surgery is over and they're out, but we don't say today to the Medicaid patient, "We're going to saw off your leg because it's cheaper." We do the full Nelson on the broken leg. 

Now, the dentists says but for the poor person, the minority, they get mercury. Medicaid allows choices. Most people don't know that. Most people don't even know it's mercury. So basically this silver deception has got in.

I mean, think of a pregnant woman walking in a dentist office, and if the dentist says, "Ma'am, here come your mercury fillings," she would have her posterior out of that chair immediately and out of that office. But the dentist says, "Here come your silver fillings," a massive deception, an outrageous deception, and it should not continue. 

We'll hear the next speaker. I'm sorry. Okay. I have to sum up. I didn't realize I had moved that fast. 

Okay. Now, you know, I really think of this as needing a push, just needing a push. The pro mercury dentists are the only ones supporting this. Even manufacturers aren't supporting it. 

I think a Mississippi friend of mine, white friend of mine that said, "You know, we just needed a push to get rid of segregation. We didn't really want it. We needed to push them out." 

Please don't let professional courtesy make your decision for you, Doctors, please. These dentists -- and some of them are on the panel; some of them are ideologically pro mercury -- are going to say, "Let us decide."

Let dentists decide if it injures the unborn child or the child's developing brain, the live child's developing brain? The kidney of an adult? Come on. You're the neurologist. You're the scientist. You've got to step up to the plate. 

FDA is regulating this by the dentists. 

CO-CHAIRMAN BURTON: Thank you very much, Mr. Brown.

MR. BROWN: They don't know.

Okay. Well, please – 

CO-CHAIRMAN BURTON: Thank you. 

Copied from FDA transcripts.

www.mercurypoisoned.com/FDA_hearings/advisory_panel_rejects_amalgam_safety.html


