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They Never Give Up 
The co-conspirators behind Contributions Watch — the 

bogus "watchdog" group set u p by the tobacco cartel, 
exposed in our October 1-15 issue — have a new Hne of defense. 
The two principal players involved in the scandal, Philip 
Morris and the State Affairs pr firm, now express remorse 
about having h idden their financial suppor t for the Contri
butions Watch study of trial lawyers' political donations, but 
insist tha t the report itself was entirely accurate and that 's all 
tha t matters. 

In a mid-October let ter to The Washington Post, Phil ip 
Morris spokesman David Laufer wrote tha t the findings of 
Contr ibut ions Watch s tand "unchallenged. ...It's a story 
readers ought to hear." In fact, the methodology Contribu
t ions Watch employed in its s tudy is as bogus as the group 
itself. In tot ing u p political contr ibut ions , Contr ibut ions 
Watch tallied every dollar from Political Action Committees 
a n d individuals from law firms tha t "primari ly" consist of 
tr ial lawyers, even if those firms have significant non-trial 
business . 

Contributions Watch says trial lawyers in Ohio made f>o-
litical donations of $3.1 million, of which $1.1 million came 
from the law firm of Climaco, Climaco, Seminatore, Lefkowitz 
& Garafoli. That firm, \diich has more t han 50 lawyers, does 
far more than simply trial work. Indeed, Kenneth Seminatore, 
who Contributions Watch lists as his company's second-larg
est single donor, is the lead attorney for Blue Cross of Ohio. 
He billed Blue Cross millions of dollars last year for advice on 
how to push through a proposed merger with Columbia/HCA 
Healthcare Corp, over the opposition of consumer groups. 
State Affairs, co-creator of Contributions Watch, is retained 
by national Blue Cross to offer advice on similar issues. 

Contributions Watch lists Michael Climaco as his firm's 
single biggest political contributor. But Climaco performs 
almost no trial work; he is the firm's managing director. Such 
shoddy research became the basis for big media stories, 
including a Weekly Standard article that declared the Contribu
tions Watch study had proved that trial lawyers are "the most 
powerful special interest group in American politics". • 

disgust with big government a n d impa
tience with government activism." 

Thomas Edsall echoed these assess
ments in the Post: "From the start of his 
adminis t ra t ion, when he allowed the 
public agenda to be dominated by the 
issue of gays in the military, through re
jection of his $20 billion stimulus bill. . . 
to administration insistence on gender 
and racial diversity in appointments, to 
the proposal of a health care plan that 
increasingly looked like a new liberal re
distribution initiative, Clinton in office 
steadily lost the strengths of the cam
paigner and took on the image of a liberal." 

There was scant evidence to support 
such viewpoints. One major poll of voters 
conducted after the 1994 election found 
that 57 percent of respondents agreed 
that "it is the responsibility of the govern
ment to take care of people who can ' t take 
care of themselves"; 69 percent con
curred that "we have important prob
lems to solve that the government must 
play a bigger role to help solve." Only 6 
percent said their vote had been meant 
as a warning to liberals, just 1 percent 
higher than those who were sending a 
warning to Republicans. Edsall some
how failed to note that every one of the 
sinister post-election "lunges to the left" 
he toted u p had been a Clinton campaign 
promise. 

Many pundi ts argued that Clinton 
h a d been so weakened by the mid-term 
vote that Al Gk>re might well replace h im 

as his party's standard bearer in 1996. 
"So sweeping was the Democratic defeat 
in the election ... that the president 's 
place at the head of the ticket two years 
from now is no longer taken for granted," 
the Times'a Apple wrote in a front-page 
article less than two weeks after the vote. 
Apple predicted that at a minimum Clin
ton was "likely to face the kind of distrac
tion that President Bush endured from 
PatrickBuchanan two years ago, and per
haps a more serious fight of the kind that 
Senator Edward Kennedy of Massachu
setts gave President Carter in 1980". 

Other experts soon rushed to join the 
herd. Lobbyist Ted van Dyck was quoted 
in the press as saying that Clinton would 
"come under increasing pressure early in 
1995 to declare that he is not a candidate 
for re-election ... As he considers the un
pleasant alternatives, he will take [this 
notion] seriously." Stephen Hess of the 
Brookings Institution told one reporter 
that Clinton was a "possibility to be the 
first incumbent president since Chester 
A. Arthur in 1884 to be denied the nomi
nation". 

If Clinton did manage to win his 
party's nomination, no one believed he 
had a chance of beating the Republican 
nominee, whoever it was. At the Post, 
David Broder cited a post-election poll 
tha t had Clinton losing to Dole by 4 5 to 
39 percent, and said that an analysis of 
the returns "demonstrates even more 
clearly... how the electoral odds have 

t ipped against Clinton". Broder said that 
only 11 of the 32 states tha t Clinton won 
in 1992 looked solid for '96, with another 
eight "too close to call". When the votes 
came in a fewweeks ago, Cl intonhad won 
31 states a n d 379 electoral votes, more 
than he h a d four years ago. (Broder had 
wagered that Clinton woidd have trouble 
carrying even traditionally Democratic 
states such as Massachusetts, New York 
and Illinois, -w^ch he ended u p winning 
by margins of 34, 28 a n d 17 percent, 
respectively.) 

According to the experts, there was 
litde that Clinton could do to reverse the 
political situation. Those who expected 
the Republicans to "lurch into extrem
ism" a n d thereby discredit themselves 
were "daydreaming", according to James 
Carney of Time. Before long, Gingrich 
came out in favor of warehousing welfare 
kids in orphanages, a n assault weapon in 
every pot a n d letting Medicare "wither on 
the vine". The GOP's popularity dropped 
precipitously a n d Newt never recovered. 

The emerging anedysis of the '96 vote 
looks to be as flawed £is the pundits ' 
conclusions from two years ago. The ex
perts insist that Clinton won because of 
his many moves to the right, such as his 
signature on the monstrous GOP welfare 
bill. The polls show that this was far less 
important to Clinton's backers than the 
(misguided) perception that the presi
dent was stronger than Dole and the GOP 
wben it came to issues such as education. 
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(Gulf Syndrome, cont. from p. 2) 
diethyltoluamide, a chemical familiar to 
many American campers, particiJarly 
on the Outer Banks and in the Upper 
Midwest as DEET, the active ingredient 
in anti-mosquito preparations. It's in the 
kitchen spray Raid too. 

Moss found that when DEET is used 
in combination with PB, the former be
comes seven times as toxic as when it is 
used by itself PB becomes four times as 
toxic, Moss also found, when it is used in 
combination with DEET. In the gulf war 
the Allied forces widely used DEET and 
its chemical relatives against sandflies, 
mosquitoes and scorpions. The chemi
cals were rubbed on the skin, sprayed in 
the air and saturated on tents. Moreover, 
all of the uniforms issued to gulf war 
personnel were impregnated with per-
methrin, a pesticide made by Dow. Per-
methrin has been found to double the 
toxicity both of DEET a n d of PB. The 
same trend was found with other pesti
cides used in the war, including lindane, 
widely used as a treatment for lice. 

The patent on DEET is co-owned by 
the USDA with the S.C. Johnson Co., also 
known as Johnson "Wax, which manufac
tures it under license. Most of the pesti
cides now in use in US agriculture were 
developed in US CBW programs. 

At a 1994 hearing before the senate 
veterans affairs committee. Moss testi
fied on the toxic combo of PB and DEET. 
Soon thereafter he sent a fax to S.C. 
Johnson expressing his concern. Two 
days later USDA officials called in Moss 
and told h im to qui t his research, a n d 
keep quiet about his findings. "If I was to 
talk about my ideas about DEET toxic
ity". Moss told reporters, "I [understood 
that] I could have trouble finding a job 
and could be blackballed." In an attempt 
to create a paper trail a n d to protect 
himself as a whisdeblower, Moss detailed 
these attempts to censor his research in 
internal memos to his superiors. That 
same summer Moss's research contract 
with the USDA expired a n d his eight-year 
term with the department came to a sum
mary end. The director of Moss's labora
tory at the USDA said Moss had not been 
renewed because he had engaged in un
authorized research. 

In a n effort to protect Moss, Senator 
Jay Rockefeller wrote to then USDA Sec
retary Mike Espy in May, June and July 
of 1994, trying to save Moss's job and to 
ensure funding for his research. Espy 

didn't answer till Moss's warnings had 
been aired on CBS News on October 14 
of that year. And then Espy merely said 
that the USDA would not continue this 
line of inquiry, but would transfer all of 
Moss's data to the Department of De
fense. 

Aside from Moss's work, the US army 
had known as early as 1986 that there 
was a PB/pesticide connection, and that 
the two had a mutually and destructively 
enhancing effect when used in combina
tion. Though most of the relevant docu
ments were destroyed by the army, a memo 
screening a potential subject for research 
(an air force pilot called Craig Clark) 
notes that he was an acceptable candi
date because "there is no sensitivity to 
pesticides or recent significant exposure". 

Most of the pesticides 
used in US agriculture 
were developed in 
Chemical Biological 
Warfare programs. 

Contemplating all these warnings 
(plus one other suggesting that to be ef
fective against soman, PB would have to 
be used in e n o r m o u s l y d a n g e r o u s 
amounts) the army made haste to extract 
from the FDA the relevant waivers to use 
the vaccine . The FDA initially resisted, 
citing concerns "about liability". By 
January 1991, with war imminent, the 
pressure grew. The DoD threatened to 
invoke emergency powers that would ex
empt it from any review by the FDA. The 
FDA would be without access to army 
research findings. 

In the case of both PB and the botu
lism vaccine, the FDA finally gave 
the Defense Department an interim 

partial waiver from normal restriction on 
the use of "investigational drugs". This 
category, known as IND, normally re
quires written and informed consent 
from the patient, close scrutiny of the 
patient's condition, along with compila
tion of a detailed medical case history. 

Even under the FDA's waiver the 
Defense Department was still supposed 
to keep individual records on all recipi
ents and records of all reports of adverse 
reactions. None of these conditions was 
met. 

At the start of January 1991, the US 
army began administering the three vac
cines — PB, an thrax and botulism — 
on a mandatory basis to as many as 
400,000 troops, contractors and journal
ists. The recipients were given the vac
c ines w i t h o u t a n y in fo rma t ion on 
potential side effects. In fact most of the 
medical personnel administering the 
vaccines were unaware of the hazards. 
The vaccines were given to women, some 
of them pregnant, even though the rele
vant drugs had never been tested — still 
have no t b e e n tes ted — on heal thy 
women. Nor was there any research on 
how the vaccines might react with other 
medications such as birth control pills. 
In all, 28,000 women were given the vac
cines. Unlike the extensive screening 
given to the research subjects, none of the 
gulf war personnel were screened for any 
diseases or conditions. This becomes im
portant. If side conditions are not sur
veyed, then ensuing ailments cannot be 
analyzed with adequate case histories. 

(Even if the botulism vaccine had 
been effective, it was given too late to have 
had any use in the war. The Defense 
Depar tment d idn ' t begin administering 
it util January 23 , 1991, after the begin
ning of the air war. None of the recipients 
of the botulism vaccine received the full 
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course— three shots — necessary for 
full immunization.) 

Since the end of the gulf war the De
fense Department has aggressively pres
sured the FDA to issue a permanent 
waiver of informed consent, saying "not 
to finalize it provides an arguable defect 
under the Administrative Procedures Act 
and leaves the Department of Defense 
and the FDA open to greater liability." In 
another bid to eliminate liability the 
army has told giilf war vets that they have 
no legal standing because the so-called 
Feref doctrine prohibits military jserson-
nel from suing the federal government 
for injuries suffered as part of military 
service. 

The DoD cited a decision written by 
Antonin Scalia in which the US Supreme 
Court upheld the Feref doctrine, saying 
— in Scalia's words — that to do other
wise would "call into question military 
discipline and decision-making". 

While the army continues to stonewall 
here in the US and while Hillary consults 
her stress-meter, what of other nations in 
the Allied force in 1991? On November 
12 of this year more than 1,000 British 
vets sued their goverrunent claiming that 
they had been poisoned by a toxic com
bination of pesticides liberally sprayed 
on their uniforms and tents and by anti-
nerve gas tablets they were comp>elled to 
take. To back u p their claims the British 
vets have used a report by Dr. Norman 
Jones, who was a contractor for the Brit
ish Defense Ministry. Jones's research 
shows that some vets were particularly 
vulnerable to this nerve gas tablet. 

Money Changes Everything 

With a virtually invisible campaign and fiscal austerity so stringent that he 
permitted his running partner, Winona LaDuke, to spend only $200, Ralph 

Nader still managed to attract 480,000 votes nationwide in the presidential ballot 
on November 5. This placed Nader fourth among the national presidential candi
dates. In Oregon he racked up 4 percent of the vote. In Portland, Oregon, he got 8.1 
percent. In some California counties he got as much as 10 percent. 

On November 14 the Federal Ejections Commission ruled 5-0 that the Green 
Party— on whose line Nader was running — could not be accorded the status of a 
national party. Reason: the Green Party had not raised enough money for Nader's 
presidential run. 

Can there be any better demonstration of the fact that in official American 
politics money is the only thing that counts? Even though they turned in less 
impressive vote totals, the Libertarians and the Natural Law Party spent money and 
thus retained the national party status they had won from the FEC in earlier years. • 

The Czech government has officially 
recognized gulf war syndrome and an
nounced a couple of weeks ago that it will 
comf>ensate ailing vets and, most impor-

The US army was involved 
in a gigantic experiment, 
with very little idea of the 
consequences of its 
vaccines and antidotes. 

tantly, will allow them to be evaluated by 
non-military doctors. The French sol
diers were not given antidotes and vac
cines and have reported no cases of gulf 
war syndrome. 

As the cover-up slowly unravels, it be
comes clear that the US army, along with 

the British Defense Ministry, was in
volved in a gigantic experiment, with 
very little idea — despite many dire 
warnings — of the consequences of its 
vaccines a n d antidotes. This may not 
be contrary to US a n d British laws, but 
it cer ta in ly violates the Nuremberg 
Codes promulgated after World War II, 
in which Nazi scientists h a d experi
mented on their victims with the same 
chemicals a n d biological mater ia ls . 
Many of those scientists later found em
ployment in US research labs, military 
a n d civilian. 

One final way to study gulf war syn
drome is to look at the heal th histories 
of farm workers here in the United 
States. They are in the front lines all the 
t ime, bombed by the pesticides that are 
the descendants of soman, sar in and 
tobun. • 
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