Dale F. Feichtinger, DDS
2998 Ginnala Dr.

Loveland, CO 80538
970.665.1236

TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the Importance of flucridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from ug through the Prasidant of the Larimar County
Dentaf Soclety, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentigts who spoke as individuals and
membars of the Loveland community. Now wa Individually address you, but with a unitied

voice on this matter,

As advocates for our patients, our famifies, our neighbors, and ourselvas, we urge you to advise
Loveland's officigis to fiuoridate our city's water supply at a lavel that sefaly rmaximizes an anticarles
banefit. Dantal decay is the most prevalent dlsease among Laovelanders, greatly affecting

thelr overall health and well-bsing, As you heard, water fluoridation has besn reliably shown as
effective in raducing dental caries over and above what parsenal hyglens and we dentlsts can
do—with great cost-effactiveness.

Natlonwlde, water fluoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland's water supply
has been safely fiucridated since 1854, and In alt that time——six decades—thers has nevsr bean
any Identiflable medical or dental problam arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related

to you on September 30th, there are sbsniutsly no safely, publlc-heaith, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland's water has been fluoridated for decades.

We truat thet what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will inform
your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional consengus—
Including all of us signing this letter—that flucridation of Loveland's water it vitally

necessary for the aral health of all of Lovsland's citizens.

Mareover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the leval of fiuoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-heaith authorities which, as yau know, are tha Larimer
County Departmant of Public Health, the Colcrado Department of Public Health and Environmant,
and the US Department of Heaith and Human Services. Top officials of both apoke to you

on Sepismber 30th, and since, indicating that the recommaendad leve! of fluoridation is 0.8 ppm.
That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluaridating its water until 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interruptad by the traatment plant expension.

It Is our professional opinlon, held in commen by aif signers, that thare |s no vaild reason to
fluoridate Loveland's watar at any level other than 0.9 PPM, and that to consistently fluoridate,
at a lower level, unjustifiably axposes many Loveland citizens, Including chlidren, to
avoldable tooth decay and ioss. if and when public-health authorities atilentifically axtablish

a basis for making a different racommandation, we ean change our oplnion. But unti

that oceaslon, we counsal strongly that tha city flueridate t 0.9 ppm.

Therafore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our heighbors, and indeed of all residants
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and managemsnt that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city's watar at the eval of 0.9 ppm.
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Sincersly,
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Steven R. McArtor, DDS
2998 Ginnala Dr.
Loveland, CO 80538
970.669.1236

TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISBION:

You heard from the dental communlty In Loveland about the importance of Nuoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Saclety, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentiets wha spoke &s individuals and
members of the Loveland community. Now we individually addrass you, but with a unified

voics on this matter.

As advocates for our patients, our familles, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advisa
Lovaland's officials to fluoridate our cify's water supply &t a level that safely maximizes an anticarles
benefit. Dental decay (s the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly alfecting

{heir overall health and wall-being. As you heard, water flucridation has baen reliably shown as
effective In reducing dental carles over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do~—with great cost-effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fiuoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland's water suppiy
has been safely fluoridated elnce 1954, and In all that tims—alx decades—ihare has never been
any ldsntlflable medical or dantal problem arising from the fiuoridation. As the experts related

to you on September 30th, thers are abeolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland's water has been flugridatad for dacades.

Wa trust that what you haard on September 30th from national, state and iocal axperts will inform
your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional consensus—
Including all of us signing thia latter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water Is vitally

necessary for the oral health of all of Loveland's citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials aboul the leve! of fluoridation should be that
rscommsnded by the relavant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorade Department of Public Health and Environment,
end the US Department of Health and Human Services. Top officiale of both apoka to you

on September 30th, and since, Indicating that the recammended level of fiuoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That Is the eame target lsvel at which Loveland had been fluoridating Its water until 2010, whan
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

it Is our prefassional opinion, heid in common by all signers, that there Is no valid ressen to
fluoridate Loveland's water at any leval othar than 0.9 ppm, and that to conslgtently fluoridate,
at & lowar leve!, unjustifiebly exposes many Loveland citizens, including ¢hlidren, to
avoldablo tooth decay and lose. If and when pubilc-health authorities sclentifically estabiish

a basla for making a different racommendation, we ¢an change our oplnion, But untll

that occasion, we counsel strongly that the ity fivoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patlenis, our families, our neighbors, and indead of all residents
of Loveland, we agk that you advise the ¢ty councli and management that the water department
immediately resums fluoridating our city's water at the level of 0.8 ppm.

Sincarely,

SL‘*-R“\W L D¢
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TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION-

You heard from the dental community in Lovetand about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on Septernber 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland community, Now we individualty address you, but with a unified
voice on this roatter. '

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
caries benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation hes been reliably shown as
effective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do~—with great cost-effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and fn all that time—six decades—there has never been
any identifiable medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts refated
to you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concems at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—including all of us signing this letter—that fiuoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of alf of Loveland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of flzoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health autherities which, as vou know, are the Larhmer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-
menr, and the US Departraent of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you
on Seprember 30th, and since, indieating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppTa.
That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water wntil 2010, when
the fluoridation prograin was unfortmately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

it is our professional opinion, held in common by ait signers, that there is no valid reason io
fimoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that fo consistenfly fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable teoth decay angd loss. If and when public-health authorities scienfificaily estab-
lish 2 basis for making a different recommendation, we can change our opinfon. But undl
that oceasion, we counset strongly that the city fiuoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore. for the welfare of our patients, our farnilies, our peighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and managsment that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating owr city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely, . @% }K’
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Lovcland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Socicty, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland denlists whe spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland comummity. Now we individuslly address yow, but with a unified
voice on this matter.

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and oursclves, we urge you to advisc
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anii-
caries benefit, Dental decay is the most prevalent diseage among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as
cffcetive in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effectiveness.

Nationwide, water Iluoridalion has an excellent safely record. Locally, Loveland’s watcr supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time--six decades——there has never been
any identifiable medical or dental preblem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related
to you on September 30th, there are absolutcly no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming profossional con-
sensus—including all of us signing this letler—hat flworidation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necossary for the oral health of all of Loveland’s citizens,

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridatios should be that
recommended by the rclevant public-health suthorities which, as yon know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-
ment, and the US Department of Health and Fuman Services. Top officials of both spoke to you
on Scptember 30th, and sinve, indicating that ihe recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That i3 the same target level at which Loveland had been flnoridating its waler until 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the ireatment plant expansion.

1t is onr professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably cxposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities scientifically estab-
lish 2 basis for making a different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until
that occasion, we connsel strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the weifare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask ihat you advise the city council and management (hal the walcr department
immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm, ’

Sincerely, . ' i

I Rocky Mountain Dental

THE UNDERSIGNED %:Qz %\M Loslic G. Johnson DDS
1027 Robertson St.
Fort Collins, GO 80524
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION: :

You heurd from the dental cormmunity in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the Presidenit of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Cralg Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland compunity,. Now we individually address you, but w1th a unified
voice un this matter.

As advocales for our patients, our families, our ncighbors, and ourselves, we urge you w advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s watcr supply at a level that safely maxiniizes an antj-
caries bencfit. Dental deoay is the most prevalent digease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has becn reliably shown as
effective in reducing denial carics over and above what personal hygienc and we dentists can
do—with greal cost-effectivencss,

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safety rocord. Locally, Loveland’s waler supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time —six decades—therc has never becn
any identifiable medical or-dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts rclated
to you on Septenaber 30th, there are absolutely no sufety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
Ievels ut which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We trusi that what you heard vn September 30th from national, state and local cxperts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—inclhiding all of us signing this letter— that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of aff of Lovciand’s citizens.

Morcover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the Jevel of fluoridation sbould be that
recommended by the relevani public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Departrment of Public Health and Environ-
ment, and the US Department of Health and Human Scrvices, Top officials of both spoke to you
on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended leve! of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm,
That is the same target leve! at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when
the Quoridation program was unfortunaiely interrupted by the ireatment plaut ¢xpansion.

1t is our professivnal opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
flueridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at 2 lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, ta
aveidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities scientifically estab-

* lish a basis for making a different recommendation, we can change our opinion. Buf until
that oecasion, we counscl strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm, '

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our [amilies, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise (he city comneil and management tha( the watcr department
immediately resume fleoridating our city’s water at the level 0of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely,
THE UNDERSIGNED
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILIT 1ES COMMISSION:

You heard from the denta] community m Loveland about the importance of flucridation at your
hearing on Scptember 30th. You heard, from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and

members of the Loveland community. ;Now we individually address you, but with a wnified
volee on this matter. .

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland's officials to fluoridate our city’s watet supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
carics benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent discasc among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as
effective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an ex,éellent safety record, Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, dnd in all that time—six decades—there has never been

to you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has beon fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on Scpteﬂber 30th from national, state and local experts will in-

3

forma your advice to the ¢ity council and Management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—including all of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral heaith of aJf of Lovland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to citfy officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-heglth authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Publjc Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-

It is ovx professional opinion, held in e{;mmon by all signers, that there is no.valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to congistently fluori-

Therefore, for the welfare of our paﬁents,f our familics, our neighbors, and indeed of ali residents

of Loveland, we ask that you advise the ¢ity council and management that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincercly,
THE UNDERSIGNED
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November 13, 2014

TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the derjtai comminity in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your hearing on

September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County Dental Society, Craig

Seager, and from sevetal Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and members of the Loveland
.community. Now we inc!iividualiy address you, but with a unified voice on this matter.

H

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland's officials to fiuoridate our city's water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anticaries
benefit. Dental decay ig the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting their overall
health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as effective in reducing
dental caries over and ahove what personal hygiene and we dentists can do—with great cost-
effectiveness. ;

Nationwide, water ﬂuoftdation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland's water supply has been
“safely fluoridated since;1954, and in all that time—six decades—there has never been any identifiable
medical or dental probl%m arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related to you on September 30th,

" there are absolutely no|safaty, public-health, or dental concemns at the levels at which Loveland's water

has been fluoridated fof decades.

We trust that what you'heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will inform your
advice to the city coungil and management about the overwhelming professional consensus— including

all of us-signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland's water is vitally necessary for the oral health of
all of Loveland's citizens.

Moreover, we urge that] your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer County
Department of Public Health, the Colorado Depariment of Public Health and Environment, and the US
Department of Health and Human Services.

Top officials of both spgke to you on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of
fluoridation is 0.9 ppm. That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water
until 2010, when the f!f.iI ridation program was unforfunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

It is our professional 4>pinion, held in common by all signers, that theré is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s:water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluoridate, at a
“lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland cifizens, including children, to avoidable tooth

© decay and loss. If and when public-health authorifies scientifically establish a basis for making a

different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until that accasion, we counsel
strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents of
Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city's water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely, :
e £ Kode, DY
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November 13, 2014

TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your hearing on
September 30th. You héard from us through the President of the Larimer County Dental Society, Craig
Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and members of the Loveland
community. Now we En%?vidually address you, but with a unified voice on this matter.

As advocates for our p 'tients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland's officials to fiuoridate our city's water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anticaries
benefit. Dental decay ig{the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting their overall
heaith and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as effective in reducing
dental caries over and bove what personal hygiene and we dentists can do—with great cost-

. effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fluorigation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland's water supply has been
safely fluoridated since|1954, and in all that ime—six decades—there has never been any identifiable
medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related to you on September 30th,
there are absoiutély nolsafety, public-health, or dental concerns at the levels at which Loveland’s water
has been fluoridated fof decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from nationai, state and local experts will inform your
* advice to the city coundil and management about the overwhelming professional consensus— including

all of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland's water is vitally necessary for the oral heaith of
all of Loveland's cetlzenL .

]
Moreover, we urge thatiyour advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommencled by the Ievant public-heaith authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer County
Department of Public Heaith, the Colorado Department of Public Heaith and Environment, and the US
Department of Health and Human Services.

Top officials of both spoke to you on September 30th, and since, indicafing that the recommended level of
flucridation is 0.9 ppm. | hat is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water
until 2010, when the ﬂupr;datlon program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

" Htis our professuonal pinion, heid in conimon by all signers, that there is no valld reason to
fluoridate Loveland's water at any lavel other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluoridate, at a
lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to avoidable tooth

- decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities scientifically establish a basis for making a
different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But untif that occasion, we counsel
strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the WElf fe of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents of
Lovéland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume flupridating our city's water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Singerely, - @ D‘Qf
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the|dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland community. Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on this matier:

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
caries benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as
effective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost!-effectiveness. ‘

i
Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been safely fludridated since 1954, and in all that time—six decades—there has never been
any identifiable medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related
to you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.
!

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—including all of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of ail of Loveland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge ;*that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation shouid be that

recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer

County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-

ment, and the US Deparlment_of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you

on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.

That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when
_the. fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion. -

It is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason fo
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities scientifically estab-
lish a basis for mélﬁng a different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until
that occasion, we counsel strongly that the city fiuoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the \%relfare of our .patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water af the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely,

THE UNDERSIGNED PeGty Preresiton , B oS
sy |

ruug



Nov 171 2074 UZ:Zupm ryLa

November 13, 2014

TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your hearing on
September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County Dental Society, Craig
Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and members of the Loveland
community. Now we individually address you, but with a unified voice on this matter.

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland's officiais to fluoridate our city's water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anticaries
benefit. Dental decay is'the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting their overall
health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as effective in reducing
dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can do—with great cost-
effectiveness.

Nationwide, water flucridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland's water supply has been
safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time--six decades—there has never been any identifiable
medical or dental problem arising from the flucridation. As the experts related to you on September 30th,
there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concetns at the levels at which Loveland's water
has been fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will inform your
advice fo the city council and management about the overwhelming professional consensus— including
all of us signing this lefter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally necessary for the oral health of
all of Loveland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that:your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer County
Depariment of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, and the US
Department of Health ahd Human Services.

Top officials of both spdke to you on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended leve] of
flucridation is 0.9 ppm. That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water
untii 2010, when the fiuoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

it is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluotidate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluoridate, at a
lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to avoidable {ooth
decay and loss. If and-when public-heaith authoritles sclentifically establish a basis for making a
different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until that occasion, we counse!
strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents of
Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city's water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely, :
O ﬂé\: 0\/\/\_, NS
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland community. Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on this matter.

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
caries benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as
effective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time—six decades—there has never been
any identifiable medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related
to you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—including all of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of all of Loveland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-
ment, and the US Department of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you
on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

It is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities scientifically estab-
lish a basis for making a different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until
that occasion, we counsel strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely,
THE UNDERSIGNED
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland community. Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on this matter.

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
caries benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as
effective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time—six decades—there has never been
any identifiable medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related
to you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—including all of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of a/l of Loveland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-
ment, and the US Department of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you
on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That is the same target level at which Loveland had been flucridating its water until 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

1t is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities scientifically estab-
lish a basis for making a different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until
that occasion, we counsel strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water departinent
immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely,
THE UNDERSIGNED
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Stephen W, Ballard DDS
2988 Ginnala Dr.
Loveland, CO B0&38
970.669.1236

TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard fram the dental community In Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
nearing on Septambar 30th, You heard from us through' the President of the Larimer County
Dental Soclety, Craig Seager, and from sevaral Lovaland dantiats who spoke as Indlviduals and
members of the Laveland community, Now we Individually address you, butf with a unified

voice on this matter.

As advocatas for our patients, our familles, our neighbors, and aurselves, wa urge you 1o advise
Lovetand's officiala to fiuoridate our clty's water supply at & lava! that safely maximizas an anticarles
banefit. Dental decay Is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting

their overall health and well-belng. As you heard, water fluarldation has been rellably shawn as
affective In reducing dental caries over and above what personal hyglene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-affectivensgss.

Naticnwide, water flucridetion has an excallent safety recond. Locally, Loveland's water supply
has been safely flucridated since 1854, and In all that time—slx decades—there has never baen
any Identiflable medica! or dental probiem arising from tha flucridation. As the experts related

to you on September 30th, thare are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concarna at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has heen fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from natlonal, state and loca! exparts will inform
your advica to the city councll and manegement about the overwhelming professional consengus—
including all of us slgning this Ietter--that fluaridation of Loveland's wator 1o vitally

necassary for the oral health of &/} of Loveland's citizens,

Moreover, we urge that your advica to city officials about the lave! of fiuoridetion should be that
racommendad by the relevant public-health authorities which, ag you know, sre the Larimer
Counly Dapartment of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Envirorment,
and the US Department of Heaith and Human Sarvices. Top officials of both spoke o you

on September 30th, and since, Indicating that the recommanded level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That |3 the same target level at which Loveland had been fiucridating its water until 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the ireatment plant expansian,

It is our professlional opinion, held In cammon by all signera, that there s ho valld reason to
fluoridate Loveland's water at any lavel other than 0,9 ppm, and that to conslstently fluaridate,
at a lower favel, unjustiflably expoxes many Lovetand clitizens, Including children, to
avoidable tooth dacay and loss. If and when public-heaith authaorities sclentifically ostablish

@ basls for making a different recommendation, we can change our opinlon. But untll

that occaslon, we counsel strongly that the ¢ity fluoridate at 0.9 Ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patlents, our famiiles, our neighbors, and Indaeed of ali residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city councl and management that the water department
immediately resume flucridating our city's water at the lavel of 0.2 ppm.

Sincerely,

.................
........
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke ag individuals and
members of the Loveland community, Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on this matter,

As advocates for our patients, our families, our peighbors, and outselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
caties benefit. Dental decay is the meost prevalent discase among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, watet fluoridation has been reliably shown as
offective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safsty record. Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time —six decades——there bas never been
any identifiable medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related
{0 you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or denta! concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We tiust that what you heard on September 30th from pational, state and local experts will in-
farm your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
gsensus—inciuding all of vs signing this letter—that finoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of all of Loveiand’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you lmow, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Heaith, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-
ment, and the US Department of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you
on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended {evel of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That is the same target level at which Loveland had been flucridating its water until 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortumately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

It is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason fo
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any tevel otber than 0.9 ppu, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, inchuding children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities sclentifically estab-
lish & basis for making a different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until
that occasion, we counsel strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water depattment
immediately resume flnoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely,
THE UNDERSIGNED vﬁ/é (P
¢
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland community. Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on Tiyls matter.

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a Jevel that safely maximizes an aoti-
caries benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelonders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been relizbly shown as
effective in redueing dental carfes over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-efiectiveness.

Nationwide, water flucridation bas an excelient safety record. Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that ime—six decades—there has never besn
any identifiable medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related
to you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns 2t the
ievels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We trust thar what yon heard on September 30ih from national, state and local experts will in-
form wvour advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—including all of us signing this letter—that fluoridaton of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral heaith of aif of Loveland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recornmesded by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Deparnmsnt of Public Health, the Colorado Deparument of Public Health and Environ-
ment, and the US Department of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to yon
on Septernber 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water antil 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

1t is owur professional opinion, held in commen by =il signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistendly fluori-
date, at 2 lewer level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avpidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-heaith authorities scierfifically estab-
lish 2 basis for makipg a different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until
that oceasion, we counsel strongly that the city flucridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our famibies, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppo.

Sinceraly,

Vediresd Aaltu, pp s
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TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental commumity in Loveland about the importance of flucridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
membets of the Loveland commumty Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on this matter. ;

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s watet supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
caries benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their ovexall health and well-being, As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as
egffective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been sefely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time—six decades—there has never been
any identifiable medical or dental problem atising from the fluoridation. As the experts related
to you on Septemober 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on. September 30th from nationel, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus-—including all of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of all of Loveland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-
ment, and the US Department of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you
on Septernber 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That is the same target tevel at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

It is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
filuoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoldable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health auwihorities scientifically estab-
lish a basis for making a different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But tmtﬂ
that orcasion, we counsel strongly that the eity fivoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume fuoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm

Sincerely,
THE UNDERSIGNED
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November 13, 2014

TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of flucridation at your hearing an
September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County Dental Society, Craig
Seager. and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and members of the Loveland
community, Now we individually address you, but with a unified voice on this maitter,

As advocates for our patients, our famifies, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland's officials to fizaridate our city's water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anticaries
benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease amang Lovelanders, greatly affecting their overall
health and well-being. As you heard, water fluaridation has been reliably shown as effective in reducing
dental carfes over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can do—with great cost-
effectiveness,

Nationwide, water fiuoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland’s water supply has been
safely fluoridated since 1854, and In all that time—six decades—there has never been any identifiable
medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related to you on September 30th,
there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the ievels at which Loveland's water
has been flucridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will inform your
advice to the clty councl and management about the overwhelming professional consensus—including afl
of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland's water is vitally necessary for the oral heaith of alf
of Loveland's citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health autharities which, as you know, are the Larimer County
Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, and the US
Bepariment of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you on September 30th, and
since, indicating that the recommended |evel of flucridation is 0.9 ppm. Thatis the same target level at
which Loveland had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when the flucridation program was
unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion. ‘

*t is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluoridate, at a
lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to avoidable tooth
decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities scientifically establish a basis for making a
different recommendaticn, we can change our opinion. But until that occasion, we counsel
strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents of

Loveland, we ask that you advise tha city eouncii and management that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city's water at the level of 0.9 ppm,

Sincerely,
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November 13, 2014

TO THE LOVELAND UIFILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your hearing on
September 30th. You hpard from us through the President of the Larimer County Dental Society, Craig

. Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and members of the Loveiand
community. Now we in?ividuai!y address you, but with a unified voice on this matter.

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city's water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anticaries
benefit. Dental decay ig the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting their overall

health and well-being. .
dental caries over and.
effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fluor
safely fluoridated since
medical or dental probl
there are absolutely n

- has been fluoridated fo

We frust that what you’
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Moreover, we urge tha‘your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer County

Department of Public H
Department of Health

alth, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, and the US
d Human Services.

Top officials of both spoke to you on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended leve! of
fluoridation is 0.9 ppm:[That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluotidating its water
until 2010, when the f!q' ridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

Itis our profe‘ssional-{‘:pinicn, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate l.oveland’s water at any lavel other than 9.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluoridate, ata
lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to avoidable tooth
decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities scientifically establish a basis for making a
different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until that occasion, we counsel
sfrongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents of
Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume flupridating our city's water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely : ' : "
%Iﬂifw DS
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November 13, 2014

TO THE LOVELAND UFILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your hearing on
September 30th. You hiard from us through the President of the Larimer County Dental Society, Craig
Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and members of the Loveland
community. Now we individually address you, but with a unified voice on this matter.

As advocates for our patierits, our families, aur neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you {0 advise
Loveland’s officials o fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anticaries
benefit. Dental decay id the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting their overall
health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as effective in reducing
dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can do—with great cost-
effectiveness,

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland's water supply has been
safely fiuoridated since|1954, and in all that time—six decades—there has naver heen any identifiable
medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related to you on September 30th,
there are absolutely nolsafety, public-heatth, or dental concerns at the levels at which Loveland’s water
has been fluoridated fof decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will inform your
advice to the city coungil and management about the overwhelming professional consensus— including
alt of us signing this Iei%r—-that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally necessary for the oral health of
alf of Loveland’s citizens. |

Moreaver, we urge that] your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation shouid be that
recommended by the relevant public-heaith authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer County
Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, and the US
Departmerit of Health and Human Services.

Top officials of both spoke to you on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended lavel of
fluoridation is 0.9 ppm. [That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water
untit 2010, when the flupridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

It is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to '
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluoridate, af a
. lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to avoidable tooth
- decay and loss. If and when public-heaith authorities scientifically establish a basis for making 2
different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until that occaslon, we counsal
strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents of
Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume ﬂubridaﬂng our city's water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

H

~ Sincerely, l C g —~
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
mermbers of the Loveland community, Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on this matter,

As advocates for our patients, onr families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
caries benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
thejr overall health and well-being. As you heard, water flotidation has been reliably shown ss
effective in reducing dents] caries over and above what petsonal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effectiveness.

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safety xecord. Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time—six decades—there has never been
any-identifiable medjcal or dental problem arising from the fluoridation, As the experts related
to you on Septerber 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been flnoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—inchiding all of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of al of Loveland’s citizens, )

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ.'
ment, and the US Department of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you
on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.,
That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when
the fludridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion,

It is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reasen to
fivoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 pPpm, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health authorities scientifically estah-
lish a basis for making 2 different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until
that occasion, we counsel strongly that the ¢ity fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our fauiiiies, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water at the level 0f 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely, ' . /Mz,[?o/a,s D S/é U e 4 é'j; D D% )75

THE UNDERSIGNED .
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. Nq;vember 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental commimity i Loveland about the importande of iftuoridation at your
heating on September 30th. You heard from us through the Presidenf of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who poke as individuals and
members of the Lovelaud community, Now we individually addressyon, but with 2 unified
voice on this matter. :

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselv , Wé urge you to advige
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate ouy city’s watet supply at a leve] that ely, maximizes an anti-
carles benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanda :
their overall health and well-being, As you heatd, water fluoridation hds been reliably shown as
effective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hyg
do—with great cost-effectiveness, _ ;

Nationwide, water fluoridation has ag excellent safety record. Locally, |
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all fhot time—sjx decadd ;
any identifiable medical or denta] problem arising from the fluotidatiod. As the experts related
io you on Septetnber 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, for dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for degades. ! :

We trost that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and managerment shont the overwhlm;‘ng professional con-
sensus—inctuding all of us signing this letter—that fuoridation of Loveland’s water i vitally
necessaty for the oral health of afl of Loveland’s citizens, Co

| .
Moreover, we utge that your advice to city officials about the leve] ofﬂ ori_'dfation should be'that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as yo f lmoéw, are the Larimer

plat expansion.
i 3

1t is our professional opinion, held in. common by all signers, that th¢re is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and thit to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens| including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health authorifies cientifically estab-
lish a basis for masking a different recommendation, we can changelour opinion. But inti)
that occasion, we counsel strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm :

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, ajd indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the ¢ity council and management that the water deparngent
immediately resume Ruoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppmy -

Stacerely,
THE UNDERSIGNED
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your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional consensus—
including all of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland's water is vitally

necessary for the oral health of all of Loveland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment,
and the US Department of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you

on September 30th, and since, Indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when

the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

It is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluoridate,
at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to

avoidable tooth decay and ioss. if and when public-health authorities scientifically establish

' / a basis for making a different recomrpendation, we can change our opinion, But until

that occasion, we counsel strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
! of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department

immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely,

THE UNDERSIGNED Page 2

/‘
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%{; 7 Mark F, Orr, D.D.S., M.D.

Timberline Office Park 2014 Caribou Drive, Suite 100 Fort Collins, CO 80525
970.225.9555 office 970.223.2294 facsimile
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of flworidation at yout
hearing on September 30th. You heard from s through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland community. Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on this matter.

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we Uige you to advise
Loveland’s officials to flucridate our city's water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
caries benefit, Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall healih and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably ghown as
offective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygicne and we dentists can
do- -with great cost-effectivencss.

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excelient safety record, Locally, Loveland's water supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time— six decades—there has never been
any identifiable medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related
1o you on September 30th, there are absolutely po safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the ity council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—including all of us signing this letter—that fiuoridation of Loveland's water is vitally
necessary for the oral heatth of all of Loveland's citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to ¢ity officials about the level of fluoridation shouid be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-
ment, and the US Depattment of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you
on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That is the same tavget level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

It is our professional opinion, held in comson by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppum, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss, If and when public-health authoritics scientifically estab-
lish 2 basls for making & different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until
that oceasion, we counsel strongly that the city Buoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents
of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water department
immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppim.

Sincerely,

THE UNDERSIGNED flk /‘/c -
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November 13, 2014
TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

You heard from the denta] community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. VYou heard from ug through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and

members of the Loveland community. Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on this matter.

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland's officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an apti.
caries benefit. Denta} decay is the mogt prevalent disegse among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as
effective in reducing dental caries over and above what petsonal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effectiveness. -

any identifiable medical or dentg] problem arising from the Quoridation. As the experts related
to you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at whick Loveland’s water has been fluotidated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—including all of g signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of a4l of Loveland’s citizens,

It is our professiogal opinion, keld in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than (.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss, If and when public-health authorities scientifically estab-
lish a basis for making a different récommendation, we ¢an change our opinion. But untjl
that oceasion, we counsel strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely, M.& /:70 Lo " D S/zw A /(é./;“ DD% »75

THE UNDERSIGNED
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| g November 13, 2014

TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

i
You heard from the déhtal community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing ¢n Septembet 30th, You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland community, Now we individually addross you, but with a unified
voice on this matter. !}

As advocates for our fagiticnts, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advige
Loveland's officials td fluoridate our city’s water supply at a leve! that safely maximizes an anti-
caries benefit. Dental ,;lecay is the most prevalont discase among Lovelanders, greatly affocting
their overall health an@i” well-being. As you heatd, water fluoridation bas been reliabl y shown as
effective in reducing Hental caries over and above what personal hygicne and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effkctiveness,

Nationwide, water finpridation has an excellent safety record. Loeally, Loveland’s water supply
hius been safcly ﬂuorif_';l‘iztad since 1954, and in all that time—six decades—therc has never been
any identifisble medidd! or dental problem arising from the fluoridation, As the experts related
to you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental goncerns at the

levels at which Loveladd’s water has been fuoridated for decades.

i}
We trust that what yoy heard on September 30th from national, state and local cxperts will in-
form your advice to ¢ city council and management sbout the averwhelming professional con-
sensus-~including alli of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral ]Eca!th of e/l of Loveland's citizens.

Moreover, we urge th&i your advice to ¢ity officials about the level of flusridation should be that
recommended by thef felevant public-health suthoritics which, as you know, are thc Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Mealth and Environ-
ment, and the US Deﬁ@rtmcnt of Health and Human Services, Top officials of both spake to you
on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That is the same target level at which Lovelend had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when
the fluoridation pmgré.?u was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion,
!

It is onr prnfessional:? t:;pinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason tp
fluovidate Loveland’swater at any level ather than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently flyorie
date, at a lower level] unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health authoritics scientifically ostab-
lish a basis for maki;nfg a dilferent recommendation, we can change our oplnion, But until
that nceasion, we cnl:u;mel strongly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

;!

Therefore, for the welfhre of our patients, our familics, our neighbors, and indeed of al] residents
of Loveland, we ask that you udvise the city council and management that the water departroent
immediately resume flgoridating our cify’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm.

Sincerely,
THE UNDER
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TO THE LOVELAND UTILITIES COMMISSION:

-
0

You heard from the dental community in Loveland about the importance of fluoridation at your
hearing on September 30th. You heard from us through the President of the Larimer County
Dental Society, Craig Seager, and from several Loveland dentists who spoke as individuals and
members of the Loveland community. Now we individually address you, but with a unified
voice on this matter.

As advocates for our patients, our families, our neighbors, and ourselves, we urge you to advise
Loveland’s officials to fluoridate our city’s water supply at a level that safely maximizes an anti-
caries benefit. Dental decay is the most prevalent disease among Lovelanders, greatly affecting
their overall health and well-being. As you heard, water fluoridation has been reliably shown as
effective in reducing dental caries over and above what personal hygiene and we dentists can
do—with great cost-effectiveness,

Nationwide, water fluoridation has an excellent safety record. Locally, Loveland’s water supply
has been safely fluoridated since 1954, and in all that time—six decades—there has never been
any identifiable medical or dental problem arising from the fluoridation. As the experts related
to you on September 30th, there are absolutely no safety, public-health, or dental concerns at the
levels at which Loveland’s water has been fluoridated for decades.

We trust that what you heard on September 30th from national, state and local experts will in-
form your advice to the city council and management about the overwhelming professional con-
sensus—including all of us signing this letter—that fluoridation of Loveland’s water is vitally
necessary for the oral health of all of Loveland’s citizens.

Moreover, we urge that your advice to city officials about the level of fluoridation should be that
recommended by the relevant public-health authorities which, as you know, are the Larimer
County Department of Public Health, the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environ-
ment, and the US Department of Health and Human Services. Top officials of both spoke to you
on September 30th, and since, indicating that the recommended level of fluoridation is 0.9 ppm.
That is the same target level at which Loveland had been fluoridating its water until 2010, when
the fluoridation program was unfortunately interrupted by the treatment plant expansion.

It is our professional opinion, held in common by all signers, that there is no valid reason to
fluoridate Loveland’s water at any level other than 0.9 ppm, and that to consistently fluzori-
date, at a lower level, unjustifiably exposes many Loveland citizens, including children, to
avoidable tooth decay and loss. If and when public-health autherities scientifically estab-
lish a basis for making a different recommendation, we can change our opinion. But until
that occasion, we counsel strengly that the city fluoridate at 0.9 ppm.

Therefore, for the welfare of our patients, our families, our neighbors, and indeed of all residents

of Loveland, we ask that you advise the city council and management that the water d@mtment
immediately resume fluoridating our city’s water at the level of 0.9 ppm. 3" )

Sincerely,
THE UNDERSIGNED

Q?Mj \[;“gLf/W MARK D. CRANE
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