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*** 

73% of the US population, according to official estimates, has its drinking water fluoridated.

“Water  fluoridation”  means  that  the  government  adds  a  synthetic  form  of  the  potentially
toxic chemical fluoride into the water under the guise of Public Health™.

The  most  common  synthetic  form  of  fluoride  the  Public  Health™  authorities  use  is  a
particularly  dangerous  formula  called  fluorosilicic  acid.

Fluorosilicic acid has been shown to damage DNA and induce oxidative stress, per Mutation
Research, “at concentrations used in drinking water induced genotoxicity, oxidative stress,
and acceleration of bone mineralization.”

Fluoride in all forms is a documented neurotoxin, meaning it’s toxic to the brain.

MCLG is an acronym that stands for “maximum contaminant level goal.” As explained via
the EPA, “MCLG is the maximum level of a contaminant in drinking water at which no known
or anticipated adverse effect on the health of persons would occur.”

Via  an  integrated  literature  review  on  the  potential  adverse  health  effects  of  water
fluoridation  published  in  Environmental  Health:

“Within  the  brain,  fluoride  appears  to  accumulate  in  regions  responsible  for  memory
and  learning…  The  MCLG  for  fluoride  (4 mg/L)…  is  clearly  not  protective  of  adverse
effects  on  the  brain,  especially  in  regard  to  early-life  exposures…

Out of the 18 studies that provided the water-fluoride concentrations, 13 found deficits
at levels below the MCLG, with an average elevated level at 2.3 mg/L, the lowest being

https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/ben-bartee
https://www.globalresearch.ca/region/usa
https://www.globalresearch.ca/theme/environment
https://www.globalresearch.ca/theme/science-and-medicine
https://www.globalresearch.ca/theme/science-and-medicine
https://lp.constantcontactpages.com/su/IJiNQuW?EMAIL=&go.x=0&go.y=0&go=GO
https://www.instagram.com/globalresearch_crg/
https://twitter.com/CrGlobalization
https://t.me/gr_crg
https://www.cdc.gov/fluoridation/statistics/index.htm
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33551106/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33551106/
https://www.epa.gov/sdwa/how-epa-regulates-drinking-water-contaminants#:~:text=After%20reviewing%20health%20effects%20data,an%20adequate%20margin%20of%20safety.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6923889/#:~:text=safe%20exposures%20are,preventive%20dentistry%20purposes


| 2

0.8 mg/L [4]…. and extend the documentation of cognitive deficits associated with only
slightly elevated exposures.”

So what that means is that the study founds negative health effects from fluoride in water at
levels below what the EPA deems acceptable.

The  study’s  authors,  accordingly,  plead  for  increases  in  the  MCGL  thresholds  the
government uses to assess water safety:

“The  appearance  of  prospective  studies  that  offer  strong  evidence  of  prenatal
neurotoxicity  should  inspire  a  revision  of  water-fluoride  regulations.  The  benchmark
results calculated from these new studies, though tentative only at this point, support
the notion that the MCLG is much too high.

Depending on the use of  uncertainty  factors,  a  protective limit  for  fluoride in  drinking
water would likely require that the MCGL be reduced by more than a 10-fold factor, i.e.,
below the levels currently achieved by fluoridation.”

The Public Health™ authorities are well-apprised of the dangers fluoride poses.

Per the CDC Community Water Fluoridation guidelines, for instance, parents are instructed
to make sure their children spit out fluoridated toothpaste.

Yet  it  offers  no  similar  caution  regarding  the  drinking  water  statistically  likely  to  contain
toxic  levels  of  fluoride,  which  the  children  are  presumably  encouraged  to  guzzle  at  will:

“For  children  aged  2  to  6  years,  apply  no  more  than  a  pea-sized  amount  of  fluoride
toothpaste to the brush and supervise their tooth brushing, encouraging the child to
spit out the toothpaste rather than swallow it. Until about age 6, children have poor
control of their swallowing reflex and frequently swallow most of the toothpaste placed
on their brush.”

The dangers of water fluoridation are right out in the open. We have shown so far that the
CDC acknowledges the threat fluoridated water poses at levels commonly found in the water
supply, and there is good evidence that even the arbitrarily established “safe” threshold is
unsafe.

No fluoride, even naturally occurring forms, is passed to a baby through the mother’s breast
milk. It is not a natural chemical that developing humans are meant to ingest, and it’s
certainly not meant to be dumped by the government into the water supply.

Regardless of the safety or lack thereof of fluoride, it seems to me that, if the government
insists on being in the business of water at all,  it  should be tasked with delivering purified
water — as in the molecule H2O minus any added toxic chemicals.

People would then be at liberty to add whatever chemicals they like to suit their taste. Were
they so inclined to season their water with fluoride, they could go nuts.

That would not seem to be an unreasonable ask or an extreme policy prescription.

The ultimate questions we’re forced to reckon with are:
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Given that the government knows that water fluoridation is dangerous, even in
amounts  below  what  it  officially  recognizes  as  “safe,”  why  does  it  continue  to
fluoridate 73% of the water supply?
Why is anyone who even entertains questions about fluoride’s safety smeared as
a “conspiracy theorist” in corporate media?
Why does the corporate media run grossly misleading fake news headlines like
“Science says fluoride in water is good for kids“?

The answers, which you can come to on your own terms, are not pretty.

*
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