' ' let voters rule on
* The council decides to : S
t.hesiz:ut: z?nrélztate officials ponder possible legal action
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Santa Cruz City Council has
se;r‘t:llfe stage for !;he first _legql Ché‘i:
lenge of a statewide fluoridation -
der with its 4-2 vote Wecix\es;ila‘;ll W
let the controversial dental he
sue be decided by local voters. A

After a spirited debate over he
risks and benefits that drew advg_
cates from San Diego to Sacrarr;ead
to, the council decided the state

. de
ight to dictate whe;ther fluori
Isll?oxl-ilgélbe added to a city water sys-

teI‘1‘11. believe the qixesti_on of frcieedon},
of choice is a significant msi(;,d
Mayor Celia Scott ‘t‘old the pai ed
council chambers. .I could note >
cept fluoridation mthczut ahvg o

the people saying that’s wha y
waglz;cﬁta Cruz’s protractefi _debate re;
flects a persistent suspicion abou

fluoridation’s health risks .that ﬁs
shadowed it nationally since Ale—
practice began in the 194Qs. A
though two-thirds of water dlStl'l
around the country now ﬂuondat_e,
it continues to raige concerns 1;
many quarters, particularly in San .
Cruz, where additives to food or wa:
I are unpopular. gt
teBut ma!ily non-fluoridating Jl_x(xfs;
dictions have warmed to the 11;
since the 1995 passage of a state la
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Council defies state
on water fluoridation
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state also doesn’t want to take a
storm-trooper approach of forcing

oride down the throat of an un-
willing city, !

“The state has no plans to dump
fluoride in anybody’s water right
now, particularly Sants, Cruz’s,” Nel-
Son said. “We'll just wait and see
what happens,”

For now, the matter is moot, as

ere is no funding to fluoridate the
city’s water. But Santa Cruz is a
leading contender for funding be-
cause its dependence on a single
water treatment plant would make
it among the most cost-efficient sys-
tems to fluoridate.

Councilman Scott Kennedy said
Santa Cruz does not plan to put a
fluoridation measure on the ballot
unless the state Presses the issue on
the city.

Fluoridation would boost the fly-
oride in Santa Cruz’s Wwater fourfold,
though still leaving it-at half the

€& These people
have chosen to pass
an ordinance that
flies in the face of
state law. 9

— Dave Nelson, state specialist

maximum level] recommended by
the federal government and one-
fourth the allowable safety limit,

Although health experts have
broadly embraced fluoridation as a
safe and effective means of reducing
tooth decay, Santa Cruz leaders
were swayed by critics who say it
may be linked to cancer, bone frac-
tures and other health problems.

The council Iast month voted 6-1
for an ordinance prohibiting fluori-
dation of the City’s water. But
stunned health officials begged the

city to Treconsider, and when the or-
dinance came up for final approval
Tuesday night, the council was di-
vided on the issue.

Councilmen Michael Hernandez
and Kennedy changed their minds
and joined Councilwoman Cynthia
Mathews in opposing a fluoridation
ban. With Councilwoman Mary Beth
Campbell absent to attend a confer-
ence, the council’s three remaining
members were unable to muster the
majority vote needed to pass a ban,

But Kennedy remained troubled
by the idea of state bureaucrats
forcing fluoridation on a city where -
it remains highly unpopular. He

Jjoined the mayor and council mem-
bers Mike Rotkin and Katherine
Beiers in supporting a modified or-

inance prohibiting fluoridation
without a public vote. The proposed

_ordinance must return to the coun-

cil in two weeks for final approval,

“We were divided on the merits of
fluoride, but we wanted to affirm
that this is our jurisdjction, not
theirs,” Kennedy said.

iring California water districts
ﬁﬁgﬁ)oo or more cuﬁome@&g
fluoridate when funding is provi ih
to do so. Sax:ramento.lasl} mon h
votedsn favor of ﬂuondatnoq, anf
Mountain View, under the urgm% o
Santa Clara County Supervisor Joe
Simitian, gave its enthusiastic sug—
port by approving a feasibility study
idation.
On’lgllileonigggg has begn watched
closely by health oﬁicxa}s_axtll(li fjlilics)-t
ride opponents because it is e1 i
formal challenge of the state la )
Santa Cruz’s defiance is seen as 2
test of the state’s resolve to enforc

lts\gVnhaSt(tith: it will is now the ques-
S i ; ta Cruz
State officials argued San
is bound by the mandate. Thgy
threatened to fight Santa Cruz m
court if necessary to enforcg com
pliance with the state fluoridation
law.
¢ eople have chosgn to
pa;srh ailseorpdm' anp ce that flies in the
face of state law,” said Dave Nelsoor%:
fluoride specialist for the. stan?‘lf .
fice of Dental Health Spmces. i
has to come to litigation, the state
will enforce the law.”

force its will. i i
Nelson said t.he; state
will begin reviewing

ing that the Legis] X
h:fs no teeth, Nelson
See FLUO




