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An open email to:
Mr Misha Ketchell
Managing Editor of The Conversation
Mr Ketchell, recently I posted comments regarding the second dose of live measles, mumps and rubella (MMR)
vaccine on an article by Julie Leask - Vaccination objection rates aren't skyrocketing (18 April 2016), which
includes reference to the Australian Federal Government's recently enacted No Jab, No Pay law.
All of my comments (bar the last one) have been deleted from Julie Leask's article.
I have also been advised by Community Manager Cory Zanoni that I have effectively been banned from
making further comments on The Conversation.[1]
My record of activity, i.e. the record of all my comments questioning government vaccination policy on The
Conversation over the past nearly four years, also appears to have been expunged, along with my profile in
which I openly declare my interest in vaccination policy and the link to my website over-vaccination.net.[2]
I have been prevented from making further comments on Julie Leask's article, and also Raina MacIntyre's recent
article promoting annual flu vaccination - Thinking about getting the 2016 flu vaccine? Here's what you need to
know (15 April 2016), and other articles on The Conversation.
Can you please advise on what basis my comments have been censored, and why I have been banned from
making further comments on The Conversation?
Over the past nearly four years I have tried to raise serious discussion about vaccination policy and individual vaccine
products on The Conversation[3], and repeatedly been hindered in this regard by people associated with lobby
groups promoting coercive vaccination policies e.g. SAVN[4] and Friends of Science in Medicine[5], who aim to stifle
dissent on this matter. These people seldom formally disclose their associations with coercive vaccination lobby
groups e.g. Dave Hawkes (SAVN) and Sue Ieraci (Friends of Science in Medicine). Patrick Stokes' association with
SAVN is not disclosed on his article No, you're not entitled to your opinion, published in October 2012, an
omission which contravenes The Conversation's own requirement that "Authors' funding and potential conflicts of
interest must be disclosed. Failure to do so carries a risk of being banned from contributing to the site."[6] (My
emphasis.)
It is astonishing that Patrick Stokes, an administrator of SAVN, and Sue Ieraci, a member of Friends of Science in
Medicine, are members of The Conversation's 'Community Council'[7] and have the ability to 'hide' (i.e. censor)
citizens' comments on vaccination policy on The Conversation. It is notable that neither of these people currently
disclose their association with coercive vaccination lobby groups in their profiles on The Conversation. This is an
important lack of disclosure of conflict of interest.
Mr Ketchell, in our democratic society citizens are entitled to question government-mandated medical
interventions, i.e. vaccination. The Conversation's censorship of comments on this issue is an important
matter of public interest relevant to the Australian Government's coercive vaccination policy, i.e. the No Jab,
No Pay law, including the influence of lobby groups promoting coercive vaccination policies, e.g. SAVN and
Friends of Science in Medicine.
The Conversation claims to be an independent website, personally endorsed by Nobel Laureate Professor
Peter Doherty[8], but it seems to me to be grossly biased against any citizens legitimately raising questions
about vaccination policy, and appears to actively support members of lobby groups promoting coercive
vaccination policies.
There are now 46 doses of vaccine for children up to teenage years on the ever-increasing National
Immunisation Program Schedule[9], with a sixth combination shot of diphtheria, tetanus and acellular pertussis
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vaccine for children being added since the implementation of the No Jab, No Pay law in January 2016, despite the
fact there are known problems with the acellular pertussis component of this vaccine.[10]
The community is now being set up to be compliant to every lucrative vaccine product and revaccination in the
vaccine industry's pipeline - it's time the spotlight was thrown onto the approval process for taxpayer-funded vaccine
products, and the often conflicted academics who influence this process.
New vaccine products and revaccinations are added to the taxpayer-funded vaccination schedule without
consultation with the community, and with little transparency and accountability. Many members of the
vaccination committees and groups influencing vaccination policy in Australia are conflicted by their associations with
the vaccine industry (e.g. the Australian Technical Advisory Group on Immunisation (ATAGI)[11]), or have not clarified
their potential conflict of interest status (e.g. the National Centre for Immunisation Research & Surveillance (NCIRS)
and the Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee (PBAC)).
As I have argued in my comments (most now censored) on Julie Leask's article in relation to the arbitrary second
dose of live MMR vaccine, the No Jab, No Pay law contravenes the obligation for legally valid consent before
vaccination, as outlined in The Australian Immunisation Handbook, i.e. "For consent to be legally valid, the
following elements must be present...It must be given voluntarily in the absence of undue pressure, coercion
or manipulation...It can only be given after the potential risks and benefits of the relevant vaccine, risks of not
having it and any alternative options have been explained to the individual."
The conflict between the coercive No Jab, No Pay law and the obligation for 'legally valid consent' before
vaccination, i.e. fully informed consent in the absence of undue pressure, coercion or manipulation, has not
been properly addressed or resolved.
Please note I am not making an 'anti-vaccination' argument, I am simply arguing that parents should be properly
informed before each vaccination, and should not be compelled to over-vaccinate their child with vaccines of
questionable value. There are questionable vaccine products and revaccinations on the schedule, e.g. the arbitrary
second dose of live MMR vaccine (which is unlikely to be necessary in most cases due to individuals being already
immune after the first dose of live MMR vaccine - immunity can be verified by an antibody titre/serological test, which
should be offered as an option before the second MMR dose), and repeated revaccinations with the apparently
defective acellular pertussis vaccine.[10]
Mr Ketchell, I again ask why my comments relative to vaccination policy have been censored on The
Conversation website, and why I have been banned from making further comments. It is a travesty that The
Conversation is shutting down citizens' alternative perspectives on the Australian Government's coercive
vaccination policy.
I request your early response on this matter.
Sincerely
Elizabeth Hart
over-vaccination.net
Note: This email is also being forwarded to Julie Leask, Raina MacIntyre and Peter Doherty, a Director of The
Conversation, and Andrew Jaspan, Executive Director and Editor of The Conversation, and will be circulated to other
parties.
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