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	India Children Paralysed By Polio Vaccine 

	We publish today media coverage from the Daily Times, Pakistan and The Lancet in Britain of the unethical and experimental polio vaccine that has resulted in a huge surge of unexplained paralysis in children.
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Daily Times, Pakistan
Sunday, July 15, 2007
Pediatrician says govt tested new vaccine on children
By Iftikhar Gilani

NEW DELHI: A pediatrician has alleged that children in India had been “treated like guinea pigs” over the last two years, and were being administered a new and experimental vaccine introduced as preventive medicine as part of the polio eradication campaign.

Unsuspecting parents, who happily brought their children for periodic doses of the vaccine, believed wrongly that it was an old and tested vaccine developed back in the 1960s. They were unaware of its side effects, since they did not know the vaccine was still under trial.

The Delhi pediatrician, along with two public health specialists, made the accusations in the latest issue of The Lancet, a UK medical journal, linking the rogue vaccine to increasing instances of unexplained paralysis among children in Bihar and Uttar Pradesh.

The paralysis count had gone up in Bihar and Uttar Pradesh, the trio said, to 12 children in every 100,000, which was several times higher than the expected average of less than 2 per 100,000. They said “efforts are made to give an impression that the vaccine is not new, but the one used in the 1960s.”

The doctors’ objections are to the monovalent oral polio vaccine (mOPV1) introduced in 2005. Stressing that their objection was “aimed at the deception of it all”, they asked whether the practice was ethical.

Health Ministry officials, however, dismissed the accusations and said that that the vaccine supplied for the oral doses was not new, and that the concern about the alleged increase of paralysis cases was basically because of dramatically intensified surveillance, in which even mild weakness in a limb was initially classified as acute flaccid paralysis.
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The Lancet 2007; 370:129
DOI:10.1016/S0140-6736(07)61075-7
Protective efficacy of a monovalent oral type 1 poliovirus vaccine
Jacob Puliyel, C Sathyamala and D Banerji 

We are shocked and dismayed that The Lancet should have published the paper on the protective efficacy of monovalent oral type 1 poliovirus vaccine by Nicholas Grassly and colleagues (April 21, p 1356),(1) having overlooked the serious ethical issues involved.

The article describes how the international oversight body on polio eradication recommended the rapid development, licensing, and introduction of a new monovalent type 1 oral vaccine for India. WHO (and its organ, the National Polio Surveillance Project [NPSP], from where some of the authorship of this article was drawn) was party to this accelerated introduction of the new vaccine in the country. What was introduced, according to this article, was a new vaccine that was five times more potent than previous vaccines, presumably also with increased likelihood of adverse effects. No informed consent was taken, nor was the public told that the vaccine was experimental. Efforts were made to give the impression that the monovalent vaccine was not new but was just the monovalent vaccine used in the 1960s, before the introduction of the trivalent vaccine.(2)

The oversight body that introduced this experimental vaccine should also have monitored adverse effects. Now that same body has published a paper without ethics approval on the grounds that it was not a prospective intervention study.

In the absence of proper postvaccination surveillance of adverse effects we have to rely on indirect evidence of possible adverse effects available from the NPSP.(3) Data from Uttar Pradesh (where Grassly and colleagues show improved vaccine efficacy) show an increase in the incidence of non-polio acute flaccid paralysis since the introduction of the monovalent vaccine.(3)
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