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To: Tom Jefferson <jefferson.tom@gmail.com>
Cc: Mark G Wilson <mwilson@cochrane.org>, "martin.burton@cochrane.nhs.uk" <martin.burton@cochrane.nhs.uk>,
Cindy Farquhar <c.farquhar@auckland.ac.nz>, "j.e.clarkson@dundee.ac.uk" <j.e.clarkson@dundee.ac.uk>,
"gerald.gartlehner@donau-uni.ac.at" <gerald.gartlehner@donau-uni.ac.at>, "Peter C. Gøtzsche dk>"
<pcg@cochrane.dk>, "marguerite.a.koster@kp.org" <marguerite.a.koster@kp.org>, "admin@cochrane.org"
<admin@cochrane.org>, Catherine Marshall <bluekakariki@gmail.com>, "meerpohl@cochrane.de"
<meerpohl@cochrane.de>, "santesna@mcmaster.ca" <santesna@mcmaster.ca>, Chris Del Mar
<cdelmar@bond.edu.au>, Paul Glasziou <pglaszio@bond.edu.au>, RayMoynihan@bond.edu.au,
peter.collignon@act.gov.au, dtovey@cochrane.org, Karla Soares-Weiser <ksoares-weiser@cochrane.org>, Hilary
Simmonds <hsimmonds@cochrane.org>, Toby Lasserson <TLasserson@cochrane.org>, Fiona Godlee
<fgodlee@bmj.com>, Peter Doshi <pdoshi@bmj.com>, ideditorial@lancet.com, Richard Horton
<richard.horton@lancet.com>, Christopher Exley <c.exley@keele.ac.uk>, Vinu Arumugham <vinucube@gmail.com>,
Christian Gluud <christian.gluud@ctu.dk>, Dimitrinka Nikolova <dimitrinka.nikolova@ctu.dk>, "snezana.djurisic@ctu.dk"
<snezana.djurisic@ctu.dk>, "sdjurisic@gmail.com" <sdjurisic@gmail.com>, cdipietrantonj@aslal.it
For the attention of:
Dr Tom Jefferson,
previously of Cochrane Vaccines Field and Health Reviews Ltd, Rome, Italy
Dr Jefferson
I suggest your systematic review on aluminium and DTP vaccine safety, published in The Lancet Infectious
Diseases in February 2004 [1], is scientifically unsound and is promoting an unsubstantiated notion that
aluminium-adjuvanted vaccines are categorically safe.
Your review is helping to facilitate a global over-vaccination epidemic with these lucrative vaccine products,
with no apparent consideration of the cumulative long-term effects of these products. The proliferation of
these vaccine products must be subjected to urgent scrutiny.
Your review was published as being associated with the Cochrane Vaccines Field [2], and the Cochrane 'brand'
provides your review with a guarantee for quality [3] which is not justified in this instance.
Dr Jefferson, I request you take urgent action to retract your systematic review as it is impacting on
vaccination policy, resulting in gross over-vaccination and vaccination injuries.
In your joint complaint with Cochrane Nordic to the European Medicines Agency relevant to the safety of HPV
vaccines[4] you now acknowledge aluminium adjuvants are potentially neurotoxic, but this matter is also
pressing in regards to other aluminium-adjuvanted vaccines given to children, e.g. the GlaxoSmithKline
Engerix B hepatitis B vaccine given at birth, and the combined GlaxoSmithKline Infanrix Hexa injection for diphtheria,
tetanus, whooping cough (pertussis), hepatitis B, polio, Hib (haemophilus influenzae type B) given to babies at two,
four and six months of age, plus more aluminium adjuvanted vaccines at 18 months, 4 years and 10-15 years.
To provide you with a very small snapshot of reported adverse events after aluminium-adjuvanted diphtheria, tetanus
and acellular pertussis containing vaccine products, please see attached a document generated from the
Australian Therapeutic Goods Administration (TGA) adverse events database, containing 2,184 reports
(including one death) re the aluminium-adjuvanted GlaxoSmithKline Infanrix vaccine products administered
to children at various ages. (These vaccines are often given in conjunction with other vaccine products, e.g. the
GlaxoSmithKline Priorix-Tetra measles, mumps, rubella and varicella (chickenpox) 'live' vaccine at 18 months.)
The attached TGA adverse event document is generated for the period 1 January 2016 to 15 December 2017,
the latter being the latest date available for reports. From January 2016, vaccination of children is mandatory in
Australia to access financial benefits (i.e. the No Jab, No Pay law), and more recently to access childcare and preschool in some states. In other words, parents are being coerced into having multiple vaccine products for
their children (currently around 46 doses)[5], without valid informed consent before each of these medical
interventions. In many cases I suggest children are being grossly over-vaccinated with a plethora of vaccine
products.
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The TGA acknowledges that adverse event reporting from health professionals and consumers is voluntary
and that there is likely to be under-reporting.[6] I suggest under-reporting could be very significant in Australia
where there is an aggressive coercive vaccination culture where doctors cannot be be trusted to acknowledge and
report adverse events after vaccination, and where consumers are poorly informed about the procedure for making
adverse event reports. When adverse event reports are submitted to the TGA, anecdotally I have heard there is little
or nothing in the way of follow-up of these cases, i.e. investigating the long-term consequences. In other words there
is inadequate post-marketing surveillance of vaccine products. The TGA is also conflicted in this matter as it is funded
by the vaccine industry via fees and charges.[7]
In Australia, parents are now being coerced to have multiple doses of pertussis-containing aluminiumadjuvanted vaccine products for their children, i.e. at two months, four months, six months, 18 months, four
years, and 10-15 years, plus in utero via the recommendation for pregnant women to have a dTpa for every
pregnancy. Would you be willing to roll up your sleeve and have all these revaccinations Dr Jefferson?
The more recently implemented Infanrix dTPa vaccination at 18 months was lobbied for by GlaxoSmithKline, and
approved by the accommodating Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee[8] and added to the taxpayer funded
schedule after the No Jab, No Pay law was implemented in January 2016. (As noted above, this additional dTPa
dose at 18 months is given with the second dose of 'live' measles, mumps and rubella vaccine, e.g. the
GlaxoSmithKline Priorix-Tetra MMR vaccine, which includes varicella (chickenpox), the first dose of 'live' MMR being
given just six months earlier at 12 months, different to other countries which vaccinate with the second dose of MMR
later, e.g. Denmark (four years) and England (three years four months) and with no varicella/chickenpox. International
vaccination guidelines are surprisingly inconsistent, which raises questions about the evidence supporting individual
vaccinations.)
It is now well-known within academia that there are problems with the acellular pertussis vaccine, with the admission
that "the startling global resurgence of pertussis, or whooping cough, in recent years can largely be
attributed to the immunological failures of acellular vaccines..."[9]
It is unaccountable that children, pregnant women and others continue to be pressed to have multiple
revaccinations with the failing acellular pertussis aluminium-adjuvanted multivalent vaccine products, this is
a haphazard experiment being carried out in the community, without adequate informed consent.
Dr Jefferson, I suggest your scientifically unsound review has helped facilitate the careless attitude to
pushing multiple revaccinations with the questionable pertussis containing aluminium-adjuvanted vaccine
products, your review is impacting on coercive vaccination policy.
For example, your review is cited in material promoting the safety of aluminium-adjuvanted vaccines
published by the Australian National Centre for Immunisation Research & Surveillance (NCIRS).
The NCIRS is an influential organisation in Australia which claims to provide "independent expert advice on all
aspects of vaccine preventable diseases and social and other issues related to immunisation to inform policy
and planning for immunisation services in Australia"[10]. The Director of the NCIRS, Peter McIntyre, is also an
ex officio member of the Australian Technical Advisory Group on Immunisation[11] which makes recommendations re
vaccine products for the Australian taxpayer funded vaccination schedule. Peter McIntyre is very influential on
vaccination policy and is associated with the vaccine industry via his participation in vaccine clinical
trials[12] and his involvement with the vaccine industry sponsored bi-ennial PHAA Immunisation Conference.
[13] The NCIRS/Peter McIntyre were also instrumental in getting aluminium-adjuvanted HPV vaccination off the
ground in Australia, see the report of a meeting held in December 2003: "Planning for human papillomavirus
vaccines in Australia - Report of a research group meeting", which was supported by CSL Pharmaceuticals and
GlaxoSmithKline.[14]
The NCIRS Head of Clinical Research, Robert Booy, is also involved with the vaccine industry, and is a Board
Director of the vaccine industry funded Immunisation Coalition, and also Chair of its Scientific Advisory
Committee[15], conflicts of interest that do not appear to be disclosed on the NCIRS website. The
Immunisation Coalition's sponsors include GlaxoSmithKline, Seqirus Australia, Sanofi Pasteur, Pfizer, Roche
Australia, Astra Zeneka, Mylan and Bupa Australia. Google is also an in-kind sponsor.[16] (A long list of medical
organisations is also associated with the Immunisation Coalition, including the Australian Medical Association.)
Dr Jefferson, a FactSheet on Vaccine Components published by the vaccine industry associated NCIRS cites your
review, saying "...a recent review of all the available studies of aluminium-containing diphtheria, tetanus and
pertussis vaccines (either alone or in combination) found that there was no evidence that aluminium salts in
vaccines cause any serious or long-term adverse events..."[17] (See copy attached.)
Other papers and articles defending the use of aluminium adjuvants in vaccines also cite your review to make similar
statements, see for example O'Hagan and Rappuoli [18], Eldred and Dean et al [19], Nolan and Richmond et al [20].
An article titled "Aluminium in Vaccines Poses No Harm", published on the industry funded WebMD website in
January 2004 to promote your review published in The Lancet Infectious Diseases, states "After scouring through
all the available medical data, researchers in Rome say there is no evidence that aluminium - contained
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within the combined diphtheria, tetanus and pertussis vaccine commonly known as DTP and routinely given
to children - poses any serious or long-term side effects".[21] This article includes comments from avid vaccine
promoter Paul Offit, who describes your review as "a very thorough, thoughtful review of the subject", which
leads me to wonder if he or others actually read beyond the abstract of your review...?
Dr Jefferson, in this WebMD article you are reported as saying "Scare stories on aluminium-containing vaccines
are not supported by evidence".
Yet in your review, you and your fellow authors, Melanie Rudin and Carlo Di Pietrantonj, acknowledge there
was a lack of good quality evidence, admitting that:
"Overall, the methodological quality of included studies was low. Few reports gave details of the
randomisation process, allocation concealment, reasons for withdrawals, or strategies to deal with
them in analysis. Inconsistencies in reporting, lack of clarity on numerators and denominators,
variability of outcome definitions, and lack of outcome definitions led to much loss of data."
And despite the lack of good quality evidence you recommended that no further research on the safety of
aluminium salts be undertaken - what possessed you and your colleagues to make this unsubstantiated
recommendation?
Only a year or so earlier, in an interview with the medical correspondent of The Telegraph in 2002 titled "Vaccines
expert warns studies are useless"[22], you reportedly warned that "Most safety studies on childhood vaccines
have not been conducted thoroughly enough to tell whether the jabs cause side effects" and that "There is
some good research, but it is overwhelmed by the bad. The public has been let down because the proper
studies have not been done". The article noted you were especially concerned because future vaccination
programs were likely to involve giving children "five, six, even seven vaccines all at once", and this is exactly what
happens now, e.g. the GlaxoSmithKline Infanrix Hexa vaccine product containing diphtheria, tetanus, whooping
cough (pertussis), hepatitis B, polio and Hib (haemophilus influenzae type b) is given along with the Pfizer
pneumococcal Prevenar 13 vaccine to babies at two, four and six months, and the GlaxoSmithKline Rotarix rotavirus
vaccine is also given at two and four months.
Just a year or so after your frank interview in The Telegraph, how could you backflip so dramatically and
recommend against research into aluminium salts and vaccine safety when you knew that the data backing
aluminium-adjuvanted DTP vaccines, and vaccine products in general, was so poor? Your recommendation,
coming from a Cochrane Vaccines Field author, is likely to have hindered further research into aluminium
and vaccine safety.
It is incredible that the peer reviewers at The Lancet Infectious Diseases did not challenge you on the poor quality of
the data you reviewed, data on which it was inappropriate to categorically conclude there was "no evidence that
aluminium salts in vaccines cause any serious or long-lasting adverse events". Your poorly evidenced
review should not have been published by The Lancet Infectious Diseases and this damaging review must be
retracted as a matter of urgency.
Dr Jefferson, in the attached document I have provided you with evidence of adverse events reported after
aluminium-adjuvanted vaccination, specifically the GlaxoSmithKline Infanrix vaccine products. Who knows
what longer term repercussions may be initiated by these adverse events? This is likely to be just a tiny fraction
of adverse events experienced globally since your scientifically unsound review on aluminium and DTP vaccine
safety was published in The Lancet Infectious Diseases in 2004.
Your review has given a poorly evidenced opinion on the safety of aluminium-adjuvanted vaccine products, and this
has had ramifications for supporting repeated revaccinations with failing pertussis containing multivalent vaccine
products, and the implementation of new vaccine products, e.g. giving the green light to the global fasttracking of the novel VLP HPV Merck/bioCSL Gardasil and GlaxoSmithKline Cervarix vaccine products, and
the GlaxoSmithKline Bexsero meningococcal B vaccine product.
Dr Jefferson, I suggest you have an ethical responsibility to redress this matter, and I again request you take
urgent steps to have your scientifically unsound review on aluminium and DTP vaccine safety retracted in
order to initiate an urgent review of the alarming amount of aluminium-adjuvanted vaccines and
revaccinations being added to international vaccination schedules.
You must also contact parties citing your review to alert them that this poorly evidenced review should not
be used to promote the safety of aluminium-adjuvanted vaccine products, e.g. see authors of references
listed below at 18, 19 and 20.
Citizens must be warned about the unreliability of published literature in regards to the safety of vaccine
products, this is a serious matter of public interest.
Sincerely
Elizabeth Hart
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https://over-vaccination.net/
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