WEBSITE POST ON QUACKWATCH.COM

"There is a huge publicity campaign afoot, engineered by individuals who seek to bolster their claims that one child's autism caused by a vaccine reaction, by attempting to convince the public—and eventually the courts -- that ALL autism is caused by vaccine reactions. That way, they can create a class, get thousands of parents of autistic children to join them in their crusade, and influence public opinion, including the opinion of prospective jurors in their cases.

I am convinced that Evidence of Harm is an integral component of that publicity campaign.

In an Autism One interview Kirby states: "I am a journalist not a politician, I don't want to take a position one way or another." Later, "I am not a lawyer and have no personal

interest in these lawsuits."

Yes, David Kirby is a journalist, not a politician, and not a scientist, either. I doubt that he is disinterested. The promotional material at evidenceofharm.com does not indicate whether the project was subsidized by SafeMinds. A WHOIS search shows tha Lyn Redwood (founder of SafeMinds and, I believe, the first person to file a lawsuit alleging that her child's autism was caused by a vaccine reaciton) is webmaster and domain owner of evidenceofharm.com, and the principals of SafeMinds figure heavily in the promotional materials on the site. The book is published by St. Martin's, but I strongly suspect that SafeMinds underwrote production of the material that appears at evidenceofharm.com. I would like to know whether David Kirby has received any compensation from SafeMinds during the preparation of the book. The principals of SafeMinds have a substantial financial interest in the outcome of vaccine lawsuits. If Kirby was paid by them to write the book, he should disclose this.

Kirby's prior experience in science writing is limited to a couple of articles for the Advocate:

http://www.findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m1589/is_2001_Sept_25/ai_78682391
Oral sex "statistically" safe? - Brief Article

http://www.findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m1589/is_2001_June_5/ai_75248575
Truth in advertising - Food and Drug Administration asks pharmaceutical companies to change their misleading ads for AIDS drugs. And the following articles in the NY Times (my search went back to 2000).

Patients Embrace New Generation of Imaging Machines http://query.nytimes.com/search/abstract?res=F30611FF3D5F0C7B8CDDAC0894D9404482&incamp=archive:search
It Works on Sushi. It Could Help Teeth, Too. http://query.nytimes.com/search/abstract?res=FA0F10F8395C0C758EDDAB0994D8404482&incamp=archive:search
More Options, and Decisions, for Men With Prostate

Cancer http://query.nytimes.com/search/abstract?res=FA0E14FE38590C708CDDA90994D8404482&incamp=archive:search
Everything else I have found that he has written is on travel, restaurants, and New York neighborhoods. Indeed, he is not a scientist. Neither is Don Imus (though he could be called a journalist). Neither is Dave Weldon or Rick Santorum (they are certainly politicians).

It is really hard to go through a diagnosis. It can fill your heart with pain and rage. It is really hard to have your child's development reframed in pathological terms, and to get slammed with heartbreaking worst-case scenarios, crafted back in the days when the "worst cases" were the only ones that came to professional attention. It takes a lot of work to parent a child on the spectrum; it can be very stressful.It is hard for a neurologically typical person to deal with a child's gaze aversion and tactile defensiveness, to realize that these are not signs of personal rejection, to find other ways to communicate affection and perceive the communication of affection. It is hard to deal with temper tantrums, with behavior that you can't explain. know this from my own experience.

It is absolutely natural for parents to want to find explanations. And it is really easy to latch onto an explanation that locates the focus of blame on an external source, especially early on in the "discovery" process. It is easy to reframe your experience in retrospect to conform to a scenario that has just been laid out in explicit, histrionic detail. It's what's called the "availability heuristic," "an oversimplified rule of thumb, or heuristic, which occurs when people estimate the probability of an outcome based on how easy that outcome is to imagine. As such, vividly described, emotionally-charged possibilities will be perceived as being more likely than those that are harder to picture or are difficult to understand, resulting in a corresponding cognitive bias" (Wikipedia; Camille introduced me to this concept). All the anger and frustration can then be directed outward, and an opportunity opens for retribution. And you can join a community of the similarly aggrieved.

It is easy for young parents to dismiss the threat posed by vaccine-preventable infectious diseases, when they themselves have benefited from vaccination programs to the extent that they have never experienced or witnessed those diseases. (Please excuse me for repeating myself here; this is an important point.)It is harder, but IMHO more fruitful and healing and freeing in the long run, to consider the extremely strong evidence of genetic transmission, to look in the mirror and up the family tree, to look at the evidence demonstrating the persistence of autistic characteristics throughout history, to accept the mixed blessings that have been brought to your life and to your child's life, to become familiar with the subtleties of the "autistic difference" and the many ways that it can express itself.

I know that when my daughter was diagnosed, I thought, "oh, I wish I were filthy rich so I could set up a nice trust and never have to worry about her after I'm gone." I am sure that I am not the only person who felt this way. In our litigious society, it is easy to look to the courts for solutions to the uncertainty of the future.

It never occurred to me or my husband to do this, since our daughter was different from the get-go, and we never witnessed any problems around the times she received her vaccinations. One day, well before the diagnosis, I said to my husband, "you know, I've

given birth to someone exactly like my father." After we got the diagnosis, I recognized the signs of AS in every interaction I had with him. And once my husband, a software developer, became familiar with the characteristics of autism, he could only laugh and say, "you know, a third of the people in the software industry are like this."

Autism is not a "terrible crime," it's a part of the human experience. Every autistic child and adult, and all of their parents, need support and understanding and healing. It makes me sick at heart to see so many parents of newly diagnosed kids on the spectrum whipped into such a vituperative frenzy over the vaccine issue. It is a huge drain of energy, a big, fat red herring. I am convinced that the only people who will profit in the long run are the lawyers and the folks who perform the chelation rituals and the "mavericks" who get the kind of respect and confirmation and adulation that they have been unable to obtain from their peers in the scientific community.
