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PROCEEDI NGS
(9:02 a.m)

SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: Good norning to
all here in the courtroomand listening in on the
phone conference.

(Wher eupon, a short recess was taken.)

SPECI AL MASTER HASTINGS: Al right. "1
wel cone again those who are listening in to this
hearing via conference call. Wlcone to all those in
the courtroom here for the second week of our trial in
the Cedillo test case and the Omi bus Autism
Pr oceedi ng

W're going to start with the Respondent's
case-in-chief this norning. | wll give you fol ks who
are planning your listening and attendance here a bit
of updated information that | got just a few nonents
ago fromthe counsel for both the Petitioners and the
Respondent s.

They' ve conferred, and by nutual agreenent,
we' ve cut down the w tness schedule. Three of the
experts for the governnent who filed expert reports
are not going to testify. That would be Dr. Fujinam,
Dr. Zimrerman and Dr. Gershon. That will slightly
al ter our schedul e.

For those who are planni ng ahead, we have

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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1 for the Respondent Dr. Fonmbonne and Dr. Cook today.

2 Tormorrow will be a single witness, Dr. Wznitzer.

3 Wednesday will be Dr. Bustin and Dr. Ward. Thursday

4 we will have Dr. Hanauer and possibly Dr. MCusker.

5 On Friday, we will have Dr. Brent, and if Dr. MCusker
6 doesn't testify Thursday, he'll testify Friday.

7 It's possible that Dr. Chadwick will testify
8 Friday. He may or may not testify. The Petitioners

9 have wi thdrawn their request to cross-exam ne Dr.

10 Chadwi ck. Then on Monday, we will have Dr. Giffin

11 and Dr. Fonbonne again for the Respondent. So that's
12 the changes in the schedul e.

13 Wth that, we're going to go into the

14 governnent's case. M. Mtanoski, you had reserved

15 the right to make a second part of your opening at the
16 begi nning of your case. Do you want to do that?

17 MR MATANCSKI: Yes, sir, | do.

18 SPECI AL MASTER HASTINGS: Ckay. Wy don't
19 you go ahead and do so at this tine.
20 MR, MATANCSKI :  Thank you, sir. Cood
21 nmor ni ng. Over the weekend, we thought about our case.
22 We seriously considered at this point nmaking a notion
23 for judgnment on the record as it stands. W believe
24 that under the precis of Daubert, you have not heard
25 evi dence which you can rely on to reach a decision in
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1 the Petitioners' favor.
2 At every critical juncture, their evidence
3 has failed in that test. At every critical juncture
4 their evidence has not been scientifically reliable.
5 Nevert hel ess, we decided that we should go on and
6 present the case, albeit alittle nore tailored, a
7 little nore limted than the case we had anti ci pated
8 W're putting on a case anyway for severa
9 reasons. The first is I'll call it bait and sw tch,
10 because | ong ago when this Court was convening the
11 Omi bus Autism Proceedi ng, you were told by the PSC
12 that there would be a general causation proceeding,
13 that it would enconpass all their theories of
14 causation. You would have before you evi dence that
15 you could use in each and every case pendi ng before
16 you.
17 Late in the proceeding, there was a change
18 The PSC decided that they would go with a test case,
19 whi ch the Respondent had advocated from the begi nning,
20 a test case approach, an approach that we could have
21 begun many years ago.
22 They did tell you this, though, that their
23 test case would be applicable to a nunmber of other
24 cases, a significant nunber, that this test case that
25 you woul d hear could be applicable to 80 percent of

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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one firms cases, yet throughout the direct
exam nation of their w tnesses, there was a concerted
effort tolimt the testinmony to one specific case.
They were resistant to expanding their testinmony and
their evidence beyond this case. Again, bait and
switch.

This is going to be applicable to a
signi ficant nunmber of cases, but the testinony that
was coming in was applicable only to this case. It's
only through dogged cross-exam nation that we were
abl e to expand the evidence before you so that it
coul d be used in other cases.

W intend to give you evidence that you can
use in other cases. W intend to give you good
scientific evidence this norning and throughout this
com ng week and into next week that you can use in a
| arge nunber, if not all, of the upcom ng cases. In
the end, this case will profoundly and significantly
affect the other cases pending before you because of
t hat evi dence.

There's another reason. W were told,
simlar to the reason | just went through, that this
case was going to have broad application. W don't
want you to nake a decision on a case having such
broad application on bad science, on the |ack of

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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1 reliable evidence. W don't want that decision to
2 come out because you say, you know, | don't have good
3 sci ence upon which to make up ny mnd, so therefore,
4 can't find for Petitioners.
5 W want you to make that decision on good
6 evi dence, on good, reliable scientific evidence. W
7 want you to be sure in your own mind that MVR vacci ne
8 is not causing autism because you' ve had good evi dence
9 to |l ook at and consider on that.
10 VWhat is good evidence? Wsat is good
11 scientific evidence? 1t's evidence based on research
12 It's evidence based on research that's been reduced to
13 witing, exposed to the scientific community, tested,
14 scrutinized, reviewed, discussed, reproduced.
15 It's evidence fromthose who have experience
16 in the area that they're testifying in, those who
17 treat autistic children, those who research autismto
18 try to find its cause and its cure, fromthose who
19 work in i munol ogy on a daily basis, fromthose who
20 treat children with imrunol ogi cal disorders, from
21 those who work directly with PCR, who know how it
22 works, when it's reliable and when it isn't, not from
23 those who testify for a living.
24 Now it's true that sone of the experts
25 you're going to hear fromus have testified. By the

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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1 fact that they're coming in here, it would be an

2 inpossibility for you to hear an expert who hasn't

3 testified at some point because they're in the Court
4 testifying before you. The inportant point is they

5 don't do it for aliving. They do it within their

6 subject matter. They do it when it's inportant and

7 that's it.

8 A third reason why we're going to go ahead
9 with our evidence is a public policy reason. A

10 serious accusation has been | eveled. A serious

11 accusation has been | evel ed agai nst an inportant part
12 of the public health arsenal against a preventable

13 di sease. An accusation has been | eveled that MVR

14 vacci ne causes autism That accusation must be

15 answered, and we will answer it.

16 It's serious and it's inportant, the issue
17 before you. You know that. |It's certainly inportant
18 to the Cedillos. It's inportant, though, for another
19 reason. This accusation goes agai nst a vacci ne that
20 is designed to prevent a killing disease.
21 We forget that in this country because we' ve
22 been very fortunate. W have not suffered a neasles
23 out break of any great neasure in many, many years.
24 The world does not enjoy our fortune. Four hundred
25 and fifty thousand people die every year from neasl es,

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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1 450,000. Alnost a half a mllion people die every
2 year from a preventabl e di sease.
3 The threat remains real in this country. It
4 remains real, and we can tell that fromthe experience
5 that Geat Britain had. The United Ki ngdom went
6 t hrough a scare about neasl es- nunps-rubella vacci ne.
7 That scare was based on bad science. That scare was
8 based on the work primarily of one man, Andrew
9 Wakefi el d.
10 VWhat happened in Geat Britain can happen
11 here. Wsat happened there was there was a | ack of
12 confidence in the MVR vaccine. Vaccination rates
13 dropped. Measl es canme back, and unfortunately,
14 tragically, several people died.
15 It was bad science that was at the heart of
16 that scare. It was the work, as | said, of Andrew
17 Wakefield. He published an article in 1998 called
18 "1 1 eal - Lynphoi d- Nodul ar Hyper pl asi a, Nonspecific
19 Colitis and Pervasi ve Devel opment Di sorder in
20 Children.”
21 It doesn't sound that startling fromthe
22 title, but he knew what the inpact was, and the inpact
23 was felt inmediately. This article, this study that
24 he cane forward with, |aunched a scare, a scare
25 agai nst vaccinating children with MR vaccine. He

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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claimed to find a Iink between ILNH, il eal-I|ynphoid-
nodul ar hyperplasia, and autism and that is what
you're hearing in this case, ILNH and autism

Now try as they mght, the Petitioners are
trying to say that this is not about Dr. Wakefield's
study, but his study is at the fore. It catapulted
this issue into the public forum It catapulted this
i ssue into the public's mnd.

You' ve heard a bit about what happened with
Andrew Wakefield and his report, but I"mgoing to go
back and pull those strands together that you' ve heard
t hrough cross-exam nation and put it together for you
right nowin atinmeline. |'mgoing to put it together
so you can see how it unfol ded, and you are going to
see a history that ran fromthe United Ki ngdom over to
this country where it rests in this courtroomtoday.

In 1996, Andrew Wakefield was approached by
attorneys. These attorneys represented severa
parents who believed that their children' s autism was
caused by MVR. Wiy Andrew Wakefield? Wy hi manongst
ot her physicians? Because he had previously tried to
show t hat measl es vacci ne caused Crohn's di sease. He
was unsuccessful in that, but the attorneys knew they
had their man.

They went to him They offered himnoney to

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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| ook at their cases and consult with them He went on
to file a patent. In 1997, he filed a patent for a
nmonoval ent neasl es vacci ne, a vaccine that woul d
directly conmpete with the MVR vacci ne, a vaccine he
woul d stand to substantially be enriched if the MWR
vaccine were to fall into disuse.

In 1998, he published his study, "ILNH
Nonspecific Colitis and Pervasive Devel opnent al
Disorders in Children." He published it in a very
influential journal, the Lancet. |'msure in your
work in vacci ne cases you' ve heard of that journal
bef ore.

He did not reveal at that tinme that he had
been contacted and received noney fromlawers, a
material omission in the view of the editors when they
found that out later on. He did not of course revea
that he had a patent for a conpeting vaccine to MVR
He went ahead and presented this w thout revealing
those critical facts.

They relied on it and published their study.
He also didn't reveal that several of the children --
it was a very snmall group; there were only 12
children -- were actually litigants that were being
represented by the attorneys who had gi ven hi m noney.

In 2000, he published another article

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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purporting to show the Iink between MVR and autism
In 2002, his nanme agai n appeared on an article that
you' ve seen referenced throughout the reports here,

t hroughout the reports of the experts. It was the
Uhl mann article, the PCR article.

In 2004, it began to crash down upon him
In 2004, a series of newspaper articles were
publ i shed, the first one revealing his contact or the
fact that he had recei ved noney from attorneys who
represented litigants bringing cases alleging MW
caused autism

The dogged work of one journalist brought
this to the fore. For six years, it had remai ned
hi dden. Wen it was out in public scrutiny, what
happened? The co-authors on his original study
repudi ated the results of that study. They published
it in the Lancet that they no | onger supported the
interpretation that it was possible that MVR coul d
cause autism

Dr. O Leary, whose Unigenetics Lab was
publ i shing these results of finding nmeasles virus in
gut biopsies, publicly said he did not support the
assertion that MVR vacci ne caused autism They al
began to flee from Andrew Wakefield. He al one was
left with purporting that there was sone connecti on.

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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It's nowin our courtroom It's nade its
way across the Atlantic into our courtroom and we
have to deal with it now. But we are going to put on
the evidence this norning and throughout this week
that will allow you to effectively deal with that and
to show you that MVR vaccine is indeed safe. Those
are the reasons we're going forward.

| want to briefly review sonme of the
evi dence you' ve heard and sonme of the evidence you're
about to hear so that you can see and contrast the
reasons why we're going forward and what evidence you
wi Il hear that responds to what you heard | ast week.

Dr. Aposhian spent a great deal of tine
telling us that there were differences between the
various species of nercury, yet he conflates them al
at the end to reach his conclusions. He takes bits
and pieces fromvarious studies about all different
ki nds of mercury and then conmes up with the
concl usi on.

Dr. Brent will address that. Dr. Brent wll
address systematically why those studi es do not equate
to the conclusion that thinerosal is causing sone sort
of immnol ogi cal dysregul ation or dysfunction in
chil dren.

You heard fromDr. Krigsnman. |t was

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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somewhat striking or telling when he expl ai ned why he
came to the conclusion in his thinking that there was
a connection between autismand MVR He said it was
in fact the 1998 article fromDr. Wakefield, and he
said there was one nane on that article that was
inportant to him and that was the nanme WAl ker-Snith.
I believe if you | ook back through the transcript
you'll see that.

If you check and | ook at the 2004
retraction/repudiation of the 1998 article, you wll
see that one of the individuals who repudiated that
1998 article was Dr. Wal ker-Sm th.

Now Dr. Krigsman | acks experience in this
area. He does not have extensive experience in
review ng and knowi ng what actually is inflanmatory
bowel disease. He boasts one publication, and that
publication is not on inflanmation in the bowel.

You will hear from Dr. Hanauer, who boasts
nunmerous publications in the area of inflamuatory
bowel disease. He knows what to | ook for and when
there is evidence of it and when there isn't. He wll
tell you that ILNH is not an uncommon finding. Ileal-
| ynphoi d- nodul ar hyperplasia is seen quite often. It
is not inflammtion.

You heard fromDr. Hepner, and frankly, I

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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1 think the PSC may have cringed at one part of her
2 testinony, that is, when she said that MVR vacci ne
3 causi ng autismis an unproven hypothesis. You heard
4 it fromtheir own expert. Qur experts are going to go
5 one further than that. They're going to go one step
6 better. They're going to tell you that the theory
7 advanced by the PSC is not biologically possible.
8 Dr. Kennedy. Dr. Kennedy is inportant for
9 two reasons. One is a procedural one. You've heard
10 sone di scussi on about whet her evidence about
11 Uni genetics should cone in because sone of it was
12 discovered at a late date. Dr. Kennedy knew about
13 Uni genetics back in 2001 or 2002.
14 He testified that he had a full explanation
15 fromthose in the | ab about what they were doing. He
16 certainly had available to himinfornmati on about how
17 Uni genetics was operating |ong before we did, the
18 Respondent. You al so heard from hi m about neasl es
19 virus. He kind of glibly added at the end of his
20 testinony Dr. Giffin has witten a hundred articles
21 on this. She's the expert in the area.
22 Well, you're going to hear fromDr. Giffin.
23 She's going to tell you that neasles virus can indeed
24 persist in the brain, but when it does, it has a
25 specific clinical presentation, and that presentation

Heri tage Reporting Corporation
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is inconsistent with autism It does not | ook at al
like autism She'll also tell you that unless
treated, the condition is invariably fatal. Measles
vacci ne doesn't cause autism Wen it's in the brain,
it kills you.

You heard fromDr. Byers. Now she's no
stranger to Vacci ne Act proceedings. She's been here
a nunber of times. She's always full of surprises,
and she didn't fail to disappoint us here | ast
Thursday. She was testifying outside her area of
expertise, frankly, but you will hear in contrast
people who will testify in their area of expertise to
counter what she had to say.

You'll hear fromDr. Brent, who is certified
in medical toxicology, to address where she went with
t oxi col ogi cal issues. You will hear fromDr.
McCusker, who is a pediatric inmunol ogist, who wll
address her inmunol ogi cal testinony. Now, in
contrast, Dr. MCusker spends her tine working with
patients and researchi ng i nmunol ogy. She does not
spend her tinme in courtroons testifying about it.

Dr. Kinsbourne was supposed to tie it all
together. He was the linchpin. He needed to bring
all those strands of their case together at the very
end. His testinony was very telling.
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First, he doesn't work nuch with autism
despite himsaying he has extensive experience. Check
his CV. See how many times he's published on autism
It's about three or four. See how nany of those
represent original research. |It's zero. He's
review ng the work of others.

Well, you're going to hear those others, the
ones who are actually doing the work in the area.
You're going to hear fromDr. Fombonne, who's
publ i shed countless articles on autism who treats
children with autism whose life is devoted to
researching it.

You're going to hear fromDr. Kennedy, who
is one of the preeninent, if not the preeninent,
experts in autismgenetics. You're going to hear from
Dr. Wznitzer, who spends his days treating children
who are afflicted with this condition. In the end,
you'l | have the good science you can rely on to nake
your determ nation about whether this theory that's
been advanced is accurate or not.

SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: M. Mat anoski
whil e you' re pausing here, in between Dr. Fonmbonne and
Dr. Wznitzer, you nmentioned Dr. Kennedy.

MR MATANCSKI: Did | say Kennedy? | neant
Cook.
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SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: You neant Dr.
Cook.

MR. MATANCOSKI: | apologize. | certainly
apol ogi ze to Dr. Cook. Sorry, sir. 1It's Dr. Cook
Al though | know he's pretty nodest, he is the one who
is preeminent in the field of autismgenetics. Thank
you, Ssir.

You will also be hearing testinony about
Uni geneti cs because a lot of this case seens to cone
back to one thing, and that's a positive finding of
measl es virus genonmic material in a gut biopsy sanple,
and a |l ot of these strands throughout Petitioners
case have led to this result. That is critical to
their case.

Dr. Kinsbourne said without that, | would
not reach an opinion here that there's causation, and
this has to be one of the strongest cases that they
coul d possibly present under this theory. So
Uni geneti cs becones critical.

You will hear fromDr. Bustin. You wl]l
hear fromDr. Ward and indeed to sone extent from Dr.
Chadwi ck collaterally, if you will, about what
reliance you can place on that PCR result that cane
from Uni geneti cs.

You al ready know sonet hi ng about the |ab.
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Dr. Kennedy, and this tinme | did get it right. | do
mean Dr. Kennedy. Dr. Kennedy told you it was an
entrepreneurial enterprise. It was to make noney. It

was a sideline by M. O Leary's |ab.

The problemwi th Unigenetics is they didn't
do what they were supposed to do. They didn't do it
well. | won't go into because it is very conplicated,
all the different factors about PCR testing, but one
take- hone that strikes even a |ayperson as critical is
that negative sanples, sanples known to contain no
measl es virus, were com ng back positive. You heard
fromDr. Hepner and Dr. Kennedy that that neant the
results are not reliable.

There's another thing that bears nentioning
right now. You've heard throughout the direct
testinony the termplausible. You' ve heard that
menti oned a nunmber of tines, and |'m not sure that
it's been defined for you. Wat is nmeant by
pl ausi bl e?

There's a notion that's been devel oped that
pl ausi bl e and bi ol ogic plausibility neans possible,
that it's biologically possible. In a JZ chain, link
after Iink of mere possibility is created. So at the
end, those who are willing to take the w tness stand
for the Petitioners say |I'mright at the cusp of 50
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1 percent, but I"'mjust over it in saying that there's
2 causation after a link of one "well, it's close, but
3 I"mgoing to say that that nmakes the 50 percent cut”
4 after another as if this plausibility is really

5 somet hing lower than likelihood, as if it's just

6 somet hing that's biologically possible.

7 Last night, in preparing to address you

8 today, | did sonmething | should have done many years
9 ago when the Federal Circuit and other Courts were
10 using the term pl ausi bl e, when they were using the
11 termplausible to discuss what it is that you needed
12 to see before you could find causation. Wat kind of
13 theory? They said a biologically plausible theory.
14 Does that mean a biologically possible theory?

15 | went to the dictionary, which is again
16 where | shoul d have gone years ago, and | ooked up the
17 definition of plausible. WIIl, there are two.

18 There's a first definition and a second definition,
19 and | think common understanding is the first
20 definition is the primary one
21 Well, the primary definition of plausible,
22 and this is fromWbster's New Ri verside University
23 Dictionary, is seemngly or apparently valid, likely
24 or acceptable. Think about what you heard. Is it
25 likely? 1Is it scientifically acceptable?
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The second definition perhaps is what the
Petitioners' experts were after. | don't mean to be
glib, but: 2) Gving a deceptive inpression of truth,
acceptability or reliability, specious. That's what
you have right now. Specious. A specious theory.

CGetting back to where we started, which is
good science, and there's not only good reason from
the standpoint of reaching a reliable result to using
good science. It's legally required. Daubert
requires you to use reliable, good science.

You haven't heard that so far. You're about
to hear that. You' re going to hear from experts who
spend their time studying autism You're going to
hear from experts who spend their time studying
i nfl ammat ory bowel disease. You're going to hear from
an expert who spends her tinme working on immnol ogy.
Her place of work is a hospital. It's not a
courtroom

You're going to hear fromexperts who know
PCR and they know when the results are reliable and
when they aren't. In the end, you re going to have
good science, you're going to have good evi dence, and
you're going to find that MVR vaccine is safe. Thank
you.

SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: Thank you, M.
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1 Mat anoski. | assunme that Dr. Fonbonne will be your
2 first wtness then?
3 MR MATANOSKI: Yes, sir. W'd like to cal
4 hi m now.
5 SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: Dr. Fonbonne, if
6 you could take the witness stand, please?
7 Before we start the exam nation, | want to
8 remnd all the counsel and any witnesses who are
9 present that in addition to those in the courtroom we
10 have a nunber of people listening in by tel ephone
11 conference call, quite a |l arge nunber, and we're al so
12 recording the audio so peopl e can downl oad that and
13 listen to it over the internet. W appreciate
14 everyone speaking up well, keeping the m crophones
15 close to them and speaking up so that those at hone
16 listening in can hear as well.
17 Wth that, let ne swear the witness. Dr.
18 Fonbonne, would you raise your right hand for ne?
19 VWher eupon,
20 ERI C FOVBONNE
21 havi ng been duly sworn, was called as a
22 wi t ness and was exami ned and testified as foll ows:
23 SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: Ckay.
24 MS. RI CCl ARDELLA: Before we begin, may |
25 approach and gi ve you the handouts that Dr. Fonmbonne
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1 is going to be discussing?

2 SPECI AL MASTER HASTINGS: Al right. Thank
3 you. So for the record, we have a handout which goes
4 with Dr. Fonmbonne's testinony.

5 MS. RICCl ARDELLA: He'll be discussing them
6 There will be slides in addition.

7 SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: There will be

8 slides that correspond with this?

9 M5. RI CCl ARDELLA: Correct.

10 SPECI AL MASTER HASTINGS: Let's nark this.
11 I believe we would be at Respondent's Trial Exhibit 8.
12 (The docunent referred to was
13 mar ked for identification as
14 Respondent's Trial Exhibit

15 No. 8.)

16 SPECI AL MASTER HASTINGS: That's ny count.
17 Anyone can correct ne if |'mwong on that. W'l

18 refer to that by that exhibit nunber

19 MS. RI CCl ARDELLA: Before we begin, Dr.
20 Fonbonne has a soft voice. | just want to nmake sure,
21 is your mcrophone on?
22 THE WTNESS:. Yes. Can you hear ne?
23 SPECI AL MASTER HASTINGS: Can we pin Dr.
24 Fombonne with the --
25 MS. RICCl ARDELLA: That's why | was just
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FOVBONNE - DI RECT

Il ooking. | think he has it.

SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: (Okay. Very good

M5. RICCl ARDELLA: | notice there's one
here. Do | need to be wearing this as well?

SPECI AL MASTER HASTINGS: | think you're
okay.

MS. RI CCl ARDELLA: Ckay.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY M5. RI CCl ARDELLA:

Q Good norni ng, Dr. Fonbonne. Wuld you
pl ease introduce yourself to the Court?

A My nanme is Eric Fonbonne.

Q And woul d you pl ease state your current
academ ¢ appoi nt nent ?

A I am a Professor of Psychiatry at MG |
Uni versity, Montreal, Canada.

Q And, Doctor, why are you testifying here
t oday?

A I"'mtestifying because |'ve been asked by
the HHS to provide ny evidence based on ny research
about this allegation of a Iink between MVR and
vacci nes in general and autism | have been invol ved
in that research since | was in the UK where | saw
the first hypothesis of Wakefield being [aunched in
1998. | was there and was involved in a peer review
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1 of his hypothesis at the tine.
2 Over the years, | think I've seen two
3 things. M patients have been constantly concerned as
4 parents about the possible role of vaccines as an
5 etiologic factor in the autismin their child, and
6 that is a critical aspect that we have to advise in
7 our clinical practice constantly. |In spite of the
8 evi dence, we still have to convince parents that it's
9 not associated with it.
10 The second aspect | suppose is the aspect of
11 the inpact of public health concerns, which have been
12 quite significant. Wen | was in the U K before
13 moved to Canada, | saw epidem cs of neasles in
14 Ireland, for instance. The MVR coverage dropped to
15 very low |l evels and three young children died in 2000.
16 Again recently, | nmust say that to
17 conmpl enent the informati on which was given earlier
18 this norning, 18 nonths ago in the U S., there was a
19 nmeasl es outbreak in one of the mdwest states and a
20 nunber of peopl e becanme very ill.
21 VWhen the researchers | ooked at these young
22 children who devel oped neasles in a very significant
23 way, 95 percent of them had not been vacci nated, and
24 when their parents were asked why you did not
25 vacci nate your children, the reason which cane, the
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1 first one, was the fear of autism So | think it's a
2 deened fact. |It's still significant abroad, in the
3 U K quite certainly, but also here.
4 Q Doctor, you received a Baccal aureate in
5 Science with distinction fromthe Acadeny of Paris, is
6 that correct?
7 A Yes. In 1971, yes.
8 SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: Dr. Fonmbonne, can
9 we ask you to do the best you can to speak up a little
10 | ouder so the fol ks can hear you?
11 THE WTNESS: Yes. | know | know.
12 M5. RICCl ARDELLA: He has a soft voice
13 SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: You have a nice,
14 soft voice
15 THE W TNESS: No, no.
16 SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS:  You just need to
17 speak up as best you can.
18 THE WTNESS: | knowit's a problem
19 SPECI AL MASTER HASTI NGS: And maybe per haps
20 going a bit slower would nmake it easier to understand
21 as well.
22 THE WTNESS: Ckay. Ckay.
23 BY M5. Rl CCl ARDELLA:
24 Q And that was followed by nedical school at
25 the University of Paris, is that correct?
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A Right. | went to nedical school from 1971
to 1978.

SPECI AL MASTER VONELL: Doctor, the mc¢
you're speaking into is the court reporter's nic,
which is very inmportant, but the one you have your
slides on top of, the flat mc there, is the one that
actually anplifies for us here in the building.

THE WTNESS: This one? Okay. Thank you
So | have three nics.

MS. RI CCl ARDELLA: We're high tech here

THE WTNESS: |'m wired.

SPECI AL MASTER HASTINGS: Al right. Thank
you, Doctor.

BY M5. Rl CCl ARDELLA:

Q So you have a nedi cal degree, Doctor, is
that correct?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q And you have a Master's certificate in

Bi ostatistics Methods in Human Physiol ogy, is that

correct?
A Yes.
Q Fol | ow ng nedi cal school, where did you do

your residency?
A I did ny residency in psychiatry at the
Uni versity of Paris from1977 to 1982 | think. Yes.
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Q And in what field did you do your residency?

A | did training in general psychiatry and
went on to do a specialization in child and adol escent
psychi atry.

Q VWhen did you start specializing in child
psychiatry?

A I think I made that choice in 1978 or 1979.
No. 1979.

Q And why did you decide to specialize in
child psychiatry?

A Because | had an interest in the chil dhood
ant ecedence of psychiatric disorders in adult Iife and
then al so a strong interest in neurodevel opnent al
di sorders.

Q Doctor, what certifications do you hold in
your field?

A | have a nedical degree, and | have ful
training in child and adol escent psychiatry. |'mthe
equi val ent of board-certified in child and adol escent

psychiatry in the French system

Q Is that the highest certification in your
field?
A Yes.

Q Your CV, Doctor, nentions that you had sone
mlitary duty. Wat did that entail?
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A It entail ed one year of ny life and going
into the Arny. | was stationed in an Arnmy base in the

Cari bbean | sl ands, the French Cari bbean |sl ands, where
I was the psychiatrist on the base. | was the
consultation for the mlitary staff, and I was al so
screening the local youth populations to go out to the
Army. | was sent on various mssions to Guyana and
ot her pl aces.

Q Doctor, how | ong have you been working in
the area of chil dhood pervasi ve devel oprnent a
di sorders and specifically autisnf

A | think about 22 or 23 years, 22 years
probabl y.

Q And what training have you had in
epi dem ol ogy?

A | did Master certificates when | was a
medi cal student. | also worked in various research
projects between 1974 and 1981 | think. For instance,
I ran a multicentric random zed clinical trial from
the conception of the study to the analysis of the
data, so | |learned hands on a |lot of research skills.

Then | went on to do a sunmmer epi dem ol ogy

training programin 1986 with Professor Ken Rot hman,
who was a wel | -known American epi dem ol ogi st. That
/11
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1 was in Massachusetts. Then | also attended severa
2 classes on biostatistics. | went to spend a sumer in
3 Ann Arbor, Mchigan, to learn skills about all these
4 anal yses and ot her kinds of analytical skills.
5 Q And when did you begin your epidem ol ogi ca
6 research?
7 A My own?
8 Q Correct.
9 A In 1985, that was when | decided actually to
10 enbrace a research career after my traini ng was
11 finished. | was still doing clinical work but decided
12 to develop enpirical studies of child psychiatric
13 disorders in ny country. M approach was to devel op
14 the first epidem ol ogical study of child psychiatric
15 disorders. Not autism just the range of psychiatric
16 di sorders, enotional disorders, disruptive disorders,
17 in a large, popul ation-based survey which | did in
18 France and started that in 1985 through 1989.
19 Q Now, Doctor, in 1989, were you recruited as
20 a tenured research scientist at | NSERW
21 A Yes.
22 Q What is | NSERW?
23 A INSERM is the Institute National de |a Sant,
24 et de la Recherche Mdicale, which is the French
25 institute which carries nost of the bi onedical
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1 research in France. It's an equivalent of what is MRC
2 in England or what is NIHin the U S.

3 Q Ckay. And how |l ong did you hold your

4 position as a research scientist at | NSERW

5 A I was fully enployed up to the time I noved
6 to England, but I'mstill actually part of it. [|I'm

7 detached fromtheir active staff, but I"'mstill a

8 menber of this institute on paper.

9 Q Doctor, in 