Increasing Vaccine Uptake Costs Idaho 

More Than Money

By Ingri Cassel

In 2010, two new agencies were created by law in Idaho: The Childhood Immunization Policy Commission and  Idaho's Immunization Assessment Board (1). Although the Childhood Immunization Policy Commission appeared to be unfunded, a rider to the original bill provided $1.8 million for the board's stated purpose – improving Idaho's immunization rates. 

Questioning if these new laws violate Idaho's Constitution, I asked an opinion from Idaho's Attorney General: 

"Where in our state Constitution does it empower the state to form a commission whose express purpose is the promotion of a corporation's product, and also form an insurance assessment board for forcing insurance companies to purchase large lots of the corporation's products to target a specific age group of Idaho's citizens even if the product is promoted as a wonder drug, cancer cure, or essential to life?"

Assistant Chief Deputy to the AG Brian Kane’s response was telling. Kane refers to the police powers and authority of the state “to provide for the safety, health, and welfare of the citizens. Reviewing Idaho’s Constitution, it appears that this authority flows from several points within the Constitution (2). The State legislature, under the broad concept of police power, may enact laws concerning the health, safety and welfare of the people so long as the regulations are not arbitrary or unreasonable. See Jones v. State Board of Medicine, 97 Idaho 859, 555 P.2d 399 (1976).” 

It is clear these two new agencies are operating outside of the boundaries set forth in Idaho's Constitution in light of the fact that vaccines have never been proven in scientifically conducted, independently funded studies, to be necessary, safe, or even effective.(3)  Article IV, Sec. 20 of Idaho's Constitution allows temporary agencies to exercise power for no longer than two years, thus both the Childhood Immunization Policy Commission and the Immunization Assessment Board must legally sunset long before the currently scheduled July 1, 2014.

Kane explains the justification for the new laws that create these two agencies as follows:

“Prior to the creation of the immunization assessment mechanism, childhood vaccines were provided free to health care providers through a combination of federal funds (from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and State general funds. When, due to budget cuts, the State general fund monies were eliminated, health care providers faced the prospect of having two classes of children to provide immunizations for: certain low income children would continue to receive free vaccines funded through the CDC, while others would have to pay for vaccines purchased on the open market, or covered by their insurance companies. In order to overcome this challenge and to take advantage of the State's ability to purchase vaccines at a substantially discounted rate, the insurance companies joined with the Department of Health and Welfare in creating the immunization assessment system. This allows the insurance companies to assure that children insured by them would receive their vaccinations without additional cost, and the insurance company would pay the discounted cost available to the State instead of having to purchase the vaccine on the open market at higher cost.”

As a result, immunization insurance assessment funds transferred to the Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare in 2010 totaled $10,101,099. If you are wondering why your health insurance premiums have increased, wonder no more. 

Another result of these laws is that all vaccines recommended by the CDC's Advisory Committee on Immunization Practices (ACIP) will now be recommended for children in daycare and schools in Idaho, including controversial vaccines such as Varicella and Gardasil. Idaho Code, 39-4804, states clearly that before an immunization is administered to a child in this state, the parent or legal guardian must be notified that immunizations are not mandatory in Idaho. Yet this law is not being enforced and daycare operators, school officials and pediatricians do not apprise parents of this fact. Due to 2011 ACIP recommended schedule increases, children in Idaho from birth to age 18 are slated to receive a minimum of 52 vaccine injections. The parent who knows enough to claim an exemption, receives a form to sign that was created by the CDC in conjunction with the for-profit, vaccine-promoting American Academy of Pediatrics. State law does not require this particular form in order to claim an exemption to required vaccines. However, most daycares and school districts tell parents that they MUST fill out this objectionable form in order to qualify. A parent who signs this form is admitting to child neglect for not vaccinating their child and thus leaves the parent vulnerable to Child Protective Services should their child contract a “vaccine-preventable” disease.

During the 2011 legislative session, House Bill H0130 passed which gives even more power to the Immunization Assessment Board and clarifies that assessments will be based on the purchase of all ACIP recommended vaccines for program eligible children. This Board is anticipating that the ACIP will add the HPV vaccine to the recommended list for boys nine years and older. According to their January 14, 2011 meeting minutes, Gardasil is the Board’s HPV vaccine of choice due to lower costs for buying in large quantities.  

The board is apparently ignoring the numerous deaths and disabilities in teenage girls from the Gardasil vaccine. As of March 1, 2011 there were 93 deaths and 21,000 adverse events reported to the National Vaccine Adverse Event Reporting System (VAERS) following Gardasil injections. These horrific numbers have occurred despite estimates that less than 10 percent of doctors and other care givers reporting vaccine adverse events. Angry parents of once vibrant, healthy teenage girls have banded together to share their stories through yahoo health groups such as “Let's Talk About Gardasil” and websites such as TruthAboutGardasil.org. A new documentary, “One More Girl”, was released in January 2011 about this one vaccine, Gardasil.

On February 22, 2011, the Supreme Court ruled in favor of vaccine manufacturers in the case of Bruesewitz v. Wyeth, forcing all vaccine injury claims to go through the Vaccine Injury Compensation Program (VICP) even for vaccine design defects. As Attorney Mary Holland so eloquently stated at a press conference opposing the SCOTUS ruling: 

"[The Vaccine Injury Compensation Program] doesn't work, ... it's broken, and it's not remotely a court. There are no rules of evidence or procedure, or discovery, or a jury of one's peers. It's a program that is stacked against families...because vaccine injuries make vaccines look bad. Children in the U.S. are conscripted into a war against infectious disease but without real consent and without adequate information. With this Supreme Court decision, many more children are likely to be injured and left dead on the battlefield. The government and doctors assert that vaccines are safe and effective, but the Supreme Court acknowledges that they are indeed, unavoidably unsafe. With this decision, the Supreme Court grants almost blanket immunity from lawsuits to an entire industry for compulsory products. If vaccines are really so safe and effective, why does industry need so much protection? And why are children left so defenseless by law with no access to any court?”

Parents nationwide must rethink who is going to accept medical liability for vaccine injuries. Since less than 10 percent of claims filed with the VICP result in any semblance of just compensation due to the continual narrowing of the definitions of what constitutes a vaccine injury, parents and legislators need to be educated now more than ever regarding the growing problem of adverse reactions to industry dominated ACIP recommended vaccines and how such reactions are impacting families in this state. 

(1) I.C. 39-4805 and  I.C. 41, Chapter 60.

(2) See Art. I, sec. 1, sec. 2; Art. II, sec. 1; Art. III, sec. 1; & Art. IV sec. 20.

(3) A Special Report from the International Medical Council on Vaccinations entitled “Vaccines: Get the Full Story” was released on February 1, 2011 and signed by 83 health professionals and scientists, including M.D.s and MPHs.  The entire report is only six pages and is available at

http://www.vaccinationcouncil.org/2011/o2/13/vaccines-get-the-full-story/
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