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'The Honoxable Tommy G, Thompson

{Jecrotary

1J.S. Depa: tment of Health and Humen Services
9400 Independence Avenue, S.W.

‘Washington, D.C. 20201

Dear Tominy:

As you know, in recent montha your Office of Women's Health hans been working
with an ad. agency on an advertising campaign to boost breastfeeding in the 11.8. We
are writin; on behalf of the Intexnational Formula Council AFC),1/ which has deep
soncerns about this project, ‘The concerns lie not with the underlying nubatance, for the
industry filly supporta breastfeeding and is in no way vpposed {0 a positive campaign
o pmmote‘ breastfeeding. They lie with the nuppouod “rink baged” forua of the
campaign.

As srou may also know, the ad agency axgues that a program focusing on the
positive benefits of breastfeeding is not likely to garner nearly as much attention as one
focuaing aa the nsgatives (i.e., the alleged health risks) of not breastfeeding. The
agency meay well be correct, but the more relevant question is whether this represents
a;:nd puklic policy. Negative politicul ads are effective too, but neither you nor I like
them!

I'm told that one of the ads features a pregnant woman riding a mechanical bull,
with a voice-over stating: “You would not take risls before your baby is born, why start
after? Thie voice then umppropmtelr citea receni, studies purportedly demonntrnting
increased vulnerability to vyaxious diseasea for babias not breast-fed than for those who
are¢ breast-fed, .

Tho infant formula induatry and othérs question the scientific validity of these
claims, and they certainly generate skepticiem from me as a father and grandfather,
But 'm even more troubled by the concept; of scaring expectant mothers into
breastfeerling. There are millions of mothers in this country who cannet or choose not

Y Th:» IFC represents the following manufbcturers of infant foxmula: Rose Products
Division, /Abbott Laboraturies; Mead Johnson Nutxitionals; Ne!tlﬁ UBA, Inc., Nutrition
DNivision; flolus Products; and Wysth Nutrition.
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would preflr to breast feed, but personal circumstsnces, often related to returning to
work, male it immpossible for them to do so. Many undoubtedly bave guilty foeings ana .
reanlt. Dogs the U.S. government really want to engses in an ad catapaign that will -
magnify that guilt? o

Omu: reason I'm personally concerned about this is that thonsanda of low-income
mothers weeive infant formula and other foods their babies need through the WIC
program at USDA. That’s a program I Jaunched diring my firat etint rt USDA sbput
" 30 years ago, and it iy probably the moust successful government feeding program this
nation hay ever had. It soema to me that the ad campaign being contemplated at HHS
is clearly inconsistent with the approach taken by USDA ovér the past three decades.

Toramy, I know that Assistant Secretary Keane has sought to coxrect some of the
major shortcominga of this proposed ad cumpaign. Some belpful changes were made
recently, tmd the most egregioua atatements apparently have beep removed. But the
supposedly final wark product is atill unacceptably misleading, The U.S. Breastfeedin,
Committas racently atatad that “tha risk-based cainpaign puts infant faeding back i
the domain of public heglth,” — obvipusly implyini; that mothers who use jnfant :
formula axve placing theie habies at risk. In our view, a higher level of exedibility lies
with the junrnalist who wrote in the Los Angeles Times “shaming women [into
breastfeeciing] is bad health policy.”

Thoe IFC is grateful for what Assistant Secrotary Keane has done, but the
industry simply feels thut more muat be done if this campaign is to be at all balanced.
Personally Pm not convinced that negative, scaxe campaigns are worth salvaging, but
Pll defer ta your judgment on that, I am alsv concorned that this campaign will
increase class action lawsuits againat the medical community and the industry, The
IFC woulcl very much like to meet with you to artizulate their specific concerns.

Thanks for taking time to seriously consider the policy implications of this
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.The Honorable Tomimy Thompson

Secretary '

U.S. Department of Health & Human Services
200 Independence Avenue, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20585

Dear Mr. Sccretary:

Many thanks for carving out so much time on your hectic schedule to meet with
Joe Levitt, Wendy Thomas, Dr. Lillian Beard, Mardi Mountford and I. We were deeply
; grateful for your willingness to hear our concerns with respect to one of your proposed. :
new public service programs. We are also apprematwe of the good work your staff has''
dene already to eliminate or modify the most egreglous distortions in the program as it

was origina lly outhned It 13 regrettable of coirse, that such action was even necessary.

One would expect that a maJor proposal submittéd for U.S. government sponsorship,
would come to you stnpped of any omeus dxstortlons Such is not always the case,
hawever. Voter '

As we emphasized repeatedly, 1o one in our'group-is in any way opposed to an
HHS'y progra.m to encourage breast feeding. We il agree that breast feeding has advan-
tages over any of the alternatives, and you'll hear o obJectlons from us if HHS delivers
that message regularly and with enthusiasm. Our objection i is to the contemplated
vmuals featuring pregnant women riding a mechanical bull or engaging in log rolling.
Those-are catchy images, which obviously is whet the advertising experts had in mind.
But they are grossly misleading, and no department of our government should purpose-
fu_._l‘lyreoxivey misleading information to the American public.

Mr Secretary, those vxsuals say to America’s mothers that if they do not breast
feed the health of the1r bables will be at’ risk — and that the risk is about comparable to -
that of a pregnant woman riding a bull or rolling logs. That is erronecus, of course, but
think of the message that delivers to the thousands of mothers who believe what their
government tells them. As you well know, and s Dr. Beard emphasized in our meeting,
many mothers s1mply cannot -breast feed or cannot 'do so for as long as would be -
desired, or elect not to do so for persuaslve reasc: 1is-(often’ economlc) ‘For our govern-
ment to gne all those mothers a gullt tnp would Just be appallmg . B
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In that group of mothers just mentioned will be many of the thousands of lactat-
ing women ‘who participate in USDA’s Women, Infants, & Children (WIC) program. We
began that program when I was serving as an Assistant Secretary of Agriculture a good
many years ago, and most observers would rate it as the most successful nutrition pro-
gram ever sponsored by our government. Lots of infant formula is used in the WIC
effort, for compelling reasons that I need not delineate here. It would be most unfortu-
nate if HHS were to send a risk-oriented message to these women that most of them
will find incompatible with what they're being told by USDA, and will at best confuse
- them, at werst frighten them.

Mr. Secretary, there just has to be a way fo deliver the breast feeding message
with positive visual images. I know that you and your staff are being told that cannot
be done; positive images have been used in the past and they’ve fallen flat. Perhaps so,

-but someone somewhere has the creativity to get this done. As valuable as this effort-

may be;, it i3 not one that should be built on a foundation of distortions, fear and guﬂt o

S s parucularly where a vulnerable segment of our- populatxon is at msue

Tha1 lkS again for giving th.ls your personal consxderatmn

Cordially,

Claytz Yeutter;

P.S. Special thanks for the tour of your anti-terrorism facilities. They’re most
impressive, and quite a tribute to your leadership.
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