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Bernier and Gerdts’s book discuss many aspects of autism, both scientifically and 

culturally through its first diagnosis of being called “autism” in the early 1900s. It offers 

a very stable and consistent output of scientific information that discusses multiple traits 

of autism and how vaccines and the drug thimerosal play a part in the controversy 

between the two. The book also “contains quotations and excerpts from scientific 

literature and text from court proceedings related to the Vaccine Injury Program” 

(Bernier and Gerdts, n. pg.). The book’s scientific nature pushes that peer-reviewed 

sources are essential, but independent replication, the second factor of the scientific 

method, is necessary for valid findings (Bernier and Gerdts, 61). 
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This source is very reliable and has a lot of useful information that is presented in a very 

simple yet scientific manner that can be easily understood. Compared to my other 

sources, this book has more detailed information and covers many separate aspects of the 

general controversy between the vaccines and autism link. It shows no clear bias, but the 

scientific manner of writing seems to give little sympathy to the view that vaccines cause 

autism since that argument lacks solid research and is based heavily on emotions instead 

of scientific findings. The overall goal of this source is to inform readers on all of the 

aspects of autism and how different external factors may have an effect on it, including 

the suspicion of vaccines. 

 

This source is very helpful to me as it provides information on both sides of the argument 

but is very scientific and factual, providing no clear bias while discussing details of both 

sides of the controversy. I can use this source to defend my stance on the importance of 

vaccines and how thimerosal has research against its link to autism. This source has 

strengthened my stance on the topic by providing many logical and scientific 

counterpoints to the claims made by the anti-vaccination advocates, especially those 

perpetuated by celebrities and followed by those that are more easily swayed by 

emotional case studies than the often cold-hard facts given by the scientific community. 
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The main argument of this magazine article is to simply raise the question of whether the 

research for vaccines and their link to autism are valid and what both sides of the 

controversy have come up with to support their claims. Many who believe that the 

component thimerosal in the vaccine ingredients can cause autism also believe that other 

chemicals are linked to attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) and speech or 

language delays (Hawaleshka, n. pg.). The article continues on to explain how the body 

reacts to thimerosal, and leaves a feeling of foreboding as Hawaleshka states, “Still, 

because such a connection [between thimerosal and autism] was ‘biologically plausible,’ 

and because thimerosal has been administered in millions of doses, it should be used 

cautiously while research continues” (n. pg.). 

 

This source is a useful source in regards to its tendency of neutrality regarding the 

medical analysis of what the much-debated chemical thimerosal can do to the 

neurological systems. Compared to the other sources in my bibliography, this source is 

relatively older but no less reliable. Though the source is meant to be neutral and gives 

information before more research came out after 2002, the data given mainly discusses 

the damaging components of vaccines, both factually and also potentially. Without heavy 
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research on thimerosal and related studies as some other sources I came upon, this source 

is a good introduction to the basics of the controversy and gives a highlight of the 

opposing arguments. 

 

This source will be used in my argument mainly as an explanation of the effects of 

thimerosal in simpler terms. I will use it to give a reasonable background and statistics to 

my opposing argument that I plan to persuade against. This source has affected my 

opinion on this topic by bringing to my attention the effects of thimerosal on the nervous 

system and body and how and why it is used in vaccines. However, the source explains 

that many critics of vaccines have many heart-felt reviews and articles, but have none 

that are peer-reviewed and have scientific backing to support it (Hawaleshka, n. pg.). 

This source has pieces of information that both reflect and oppose my personal stance.   
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This source discusses the statistics of children that do and do not get vaccinated as well as 

the potential risks of not getting a child vaccinated. The main arguments are that vaccines 

have many benefits to society that the risks cannot equally counter and that the spread of 

disease is one of the main reasons that vaccines are needed in school-age children as well 

as for health-care workers and military personnel (Lemons, n. pg.). Another point of the 

articles is that the topic of parental rights becomes complicated about whether it allows 
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for the conscious decision to not vaccinate a child against a preventable disease. An 

example commonly brought up to prove the efficiency of vaccinations and their fast 

spread is what happened on “December 2014 when a measles outbreak began at 

Disneyland and spread to seven states” (Lemons, n.pg.).  

 

This source is very useful in explaining the benefits of vaccinations and how they are a 

necessity for society’s health and prosperity. Compared to other sources in my 

bibliography, this source is the most pro-vaccination and has a clear stance on the debate 

about vaccine’s dangers. The information is reliable, full of accompanying poll graphs 

and national charts of different statistics. The information is presented in a well-

organized and straight-forward, discussing both sides evenly and effectively with a bias 

but mature and scientifically structured stance that supports vaccinations.  

 

This source helped me get a stronger backing for my side on this controversial topic and 

also provides me with many examples and documentations to pull from as I write the 

paper. This source provides me with information that I can use to give logical and 

statistical data and foundation to my overall argument. This article has strengthened my 

belief about vaccinations and that the argument of causing autism, if ultimately plausible, 

is not enough to make the depletion of vaccines a reasonable course of action due to their 

tremendous benefits for preventative medicine and keeping disease epidemics under 

control. I plan to use this source in my paper as a large portion of support material for the 

pro-vaccination argument.  
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