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Welcome to the Global Watch Weekly Report
"We should not play God before we have learned to be men, and as we learn to be men we will
not want to play God." (Ramsey, 1970, 151)
Many developments in genetics and biotechnology in the last twenty or so years have generated
ethical controversy. Critics have cited various reasons for opposing practices such as assisted
reproductive techniques, genetic modification, genetic testing, cloning, stem cell research and
others. Occasionally, the charge has been "playing God." According to this view, human beings
are playing a role that is reserved for somebody much greater. Men are playing God when they
should not be.
The words of Paul Ramsey quoted above express a kind of dilemma that awaits resolution in the
minds of people as they seek succor from modern biotechnology in order to confront the
challenges of disease, poverty, environmental degradation, conflict resolution, and other urgent
problems. As the challenges appear more and more pressing, some government leaders, policy
makers, and scientists are becoming convinced that the only way to deal successfully with the
challenges is to extend their powers in a way that would enable them to manipulate the basic
structures of life forms and things. The reference is to fundamental components of being that
have seemed previously to be immutable: human, animal and plant genome, as well as the most
basic aspects of reproductive systems.
One of the ideas underlying the charge of playing God is the existence of an unbridgeable gap
between being man and being a Divine Creator. There are fundamental differences between
human beings and God. There are limits to the capacity of human beings to know, to understand,
and to foresee. God's capacity in those respects is unlimited. Whereas God is all-powerful,
human beings have only limited powers.
There is also the idea that the gap between human beings and God is not only unbridgeable but
also necessary. God is an infinite being as a matter of necessity. On the other hand, it is
necessary for human beings to be nothing more than human beings. To refuse to respect the
gap is to do something wrong and to violate God's law which brings with it disastrous
consequences.
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Dr Craig Venter, who has
led the private sector
effort to sequence the
human genome, has
been working for years to
create a man-made
organism. He says his
company
Synthetic
Genomics Inc, has nearly
completed the journey to
create the world’s first
free-living artificial organism. According to Venter, it
will only be a few more weeks before manmade life
is unveiled in his very own laboratory. “It will be one
of the bright milestones in human history, changing
our conceptual view of life.” Said Venter.
For the first time researchers, led by the
controversial American scientific entrepreneur Craig
Venter, have manufactured the entire DNA genome
of a free-living micro-organism. This means that
"artificial life" is on the verge of being created in a
test tube.

Dr Venter compared the achievement to the
creation of a software programme for the operating
system of a computer. The next step would be to
put the operating system into the computer
hardware of an empty cell and see if it could be
"booted up".
Others have a less “bright” view of Venter’s work—
they say it could be potentially dangerous. It has
been suggested that this type of technology could
turn out to be the scary side of “playing God”, since
it invariably suggests the chance that dangerous
organisms could be inadvertently (or purposefully)
unleashed on a world unprepared to deal with the
consequences. Because there is no precedence,
scientists don’t know for sure what kind of negative
impact is possible.
While control measures have been suggested, such
as using software to spot purchases of DNA
sequences that could be used as weapons, there is
no comprehensive regulation in the field of synthetic
life. Watchdogs say we’re taking a big gamble that
the science will stay a step ahead of nefarious uses.

The huge DNA molecule represents the
chromosome that makes up the complete genome
of Mycoplasma genitalium, a parasitic microbe that
lives in the reproductive tract. Dr Venter and his
colleagues made the chromosome by placing each
of its 582,970 individual chemical units in their
correct genetic sequence.
The achievement was the final step necessary
before the scientists attempt their ultimate goal of
inserting the synthetic genome into the empty
"shell" of a non-living cell to see if they can create a
fully-replicating, man-made organism.
Dr Venter said the aim of the research was to make
new, artificial life forms that can help to solve the
world's most pressing environmental problems, for
instance by producing green biofuels, breaking
down toxic waste or even absorbing carbon dioxide
from the atmosphere.
He emphasised that any new microbes created by
the process would be made incapable of infecting
other organisms – especially humans – and that
they would not be able to survive beyond the
confines of a laboratory because of self-destruct
mechanisms built into their DNA.

Even if artificial biology could be kept under control
and appropriately monitored—something many say
is near impossible—activists and researchers are
concerned that the technology may be exclusively
locked up for commercial gain.
Synthetic Genomics Inc, has filed controversial
patents on synthetic bugs that would make fuels
such as ethanol or hydrogen, and likely make a lot
of money for those involved, as well. It has also filed
an international application at the World
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Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) which strongly caution that the potential negative
names more than 100 countries where the institute consequences cannot be ignored.
may seek monopoly patents
“While creating new life may
The J Craig Venter Institute's US patent application
not be playing God,” says
claims exclusive ownership of a set of essential
Arthur L. Caplan, director of
genes and a synthetic "free-living organism that can
the Center for Bioethics at
grow and replicate" made using those particular
the
University
of
genes.
Pennsylvania, “it has
revolutionary implications for
In early June, the ETC Group, a watchdog
how we see ourselves. When
organization based in Canada, which monitors
we can synthesize life, it
developments in biotechnology, launched a
makes the notion of a living
campaign against Venter’s patent application. They
being less special.” And
called on patent offices to reject applications on life
there’s a perception that
forms. ETC’s Jim Thomas says that Venter’s synthetic biologists may be “manipulating nature
company is poised to become the “Microbesoft” of without knowing where they are going.” he says.
synthetic biology.
“There are arrogant scientists, and our friend Venter
may be one of them.”
The company announced a deal June 13 with
energy giant BPPLC to identify and modify naturally THE FRANKENSTEIN MODEL
occurring microbes with the capability to turn coal or
oil below the earth’s surface into cleaner fuel. Mary Shelly's Frankenstein is a reflection of the
Microorganisms “have the potential to provide all questions that society was bringing to the forefront
the transportation fuel we need in the U.S.,” says concerning science and religion and is deeply
Venter. “I joke that I’m going from the gene king to relevant in 2010. In this horror tale, one can clearly
the oil king.” The thing is, no one really thinks he’s see the controversies arising at the time that
joking.
science may be killing religion and thus mankind.
Venter says he's been expecting attacks on his
work. "Patents are a hot word, and people are afraid
of synthetic organisms." He says this research is
merely the "tip if the iceberg", and future
possibilities include bugs that clean up pollution, or
signal when they detect explosives.
Indeed, the technology may end up providing
beneficial solutions to some of the planet's biggest
problems, and Venter has won kudos for bringing
together a panel of bioethicists, religious leaders,
and biowarfare experts to study the issues. The
consensus for that particular group was that the
research shouldn't be stopped, but that synthetic
organisms must be controlled and contained.

The ramifications of Dr. Frankenstein's attempt to
play God are seen through the perceptions of the
monster, the personality traits leading to his own
destruction, and the ultimate loss of Frankenstein's
sanity and morality.
First of all, Frankenstein's attempt to play God and
Creator is most plainly seen through the perceptions
and actions of his creation. The creature is born into
the world as if it is a baby, knowing nothing of life.
This creature's first experience as a living existence
is being shunned by its own creator.

According to Venter, Many environmental groups
shouldn’t be fighting his work, but rather be
“ecstatic about what we are doing, since we provide
one of the clear alternatives to burning oil and coal.”
Very few would argue that there are no potential
goods coming out of this type of work, but experts
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I beheld the wretch---the miserable monster whom I had
created. He held up the curtain of the bed; and his eyes, if
eyes they may be called, were fixed on me… He might have
spoken, but I did not hear; one hand was stretched out,
seemingly to detain me, but I escaped and rushed downstairs”

The monster is reaching out to the only thing he
knows thus far, his creator, and is met with disgust.
Frankenstein, being merely human, cannot offer this
creature the unconditional love and guidance that
God bestows on His creatures. This, in turn, leads
to the imminent immoral actions of the creature.
Symbolically, the same action of reaching out that
has Frankenstein run with horror is the process in
which the monster uses to kill all of his victims by
strangulation. Had Frankenstein only tried to care
and communicate with the monster during this
harmless event, then perhaps the dreadful story
would have ended here. Also, the creature himself
refers to his situation in life and to his creator in a
Biblical sense. Like most humans, the monster
grapples with such questions as What [am] I? and
Whence did I come?
The creature compares himself to Adam, with
Frankenstein being his creator. However, he sees
his state as far different from that of Adam's, being
that he is wretched, helpless, and alone He then
compares himself to Satan, but notes that even
Satan has companionship. If this creature, as
compared to Adam, feels so miserable and
desolate, must that not also speak of the
incompetence of its god? Another aspect defining
the ramifications of Frankenstein's attempt to
portray God is seen in his own personality traits that
lead to his destruction.

the reader gets familiar with Mr. Walton. Walton's
quest to the North Pole is solely to satisfy his
ambition of fame. In direct correlation,
Frankenstein's motives in creating the monster are
his desires to be a renowned scientist. What could
be more incredible than creating life? Thus, one
sees the relationship between science and religion.
Frankenstein is attempting to be God to his own
creation in order to fulfill his ambitious desires. At
the exact moment that these desires are fulfilled,
Frankenstein realizes that he himself is not God,
and he is appalled at the catastrophe that he has
created.
This realization, however, is too late to change the
path of destruction that Frankenstein must face.
Also, compassion, or lack thereof, plays a vital role
in the comparison of Frankenstein to God. God is
ever compassionate to the vital needs of his beings.
Frankenstein, on the other hand, chooses his times
of caring and hatred at the most inopportune times.
Instead of reaching out to his creation to teach and
care for it, he turns away and casts it out to the
cruel world without any guidance or love. However,
Frankenstein almost shows compassion to the
monster when he is finally forced to confront it in
person. The monster pleads to Frankenstein to
create a companion for it by trying to evoke
empathy for its misery and sorrow. ...instead of
threatening,
I am content to reason with you. I am malicious because I am
miserable. Am I not shunned and hated by all mankind? You,
my creator, would tear me to pieces and triumph; remember
that, and tell me why I should pity man more than he pities
me? You would not call it murder if you could precipitate me
into one of those ice-rifts and destroy my frame, the work of
your own hands

At these words Frankenstein feels compassionate
for the monster he created and agrees to its
demands. He later is overcome by his mercy for
mankind over his own selfishness and realizes that
the creation of another abomination is evil.
Finally, Frankenstein's attempt to play God results
in the downfall of his own sanity and morality. This
is first seen in his creation of the monster. Ironically,
in the process of his attempt to be Godlike,
Frankenstein begins to act very immorally. He
frequents graveyards and has no respect for human
First of all, ambition is the ultimate human flaw in life.
Shelley's novel. This concept is foreshadowed as
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I dabbled among the unhallowed damps of the grave or
tortured the living animal to animate the lifeless clay

The foundation of Frankenstein's downfall is in his
early mistakes as a fallible human by not accepting
responsibility for his own creation that he so
In his quest to be like God, he falls completely
passionately works to bring into existence.
away. He also completely cuts himself off from his
family and friends.
Another graphical demonstration of what can take
place when man plays God is seen in the movie “I
Also, Frankenstein openly conveys hatred towards
am Legend” starring Will Smith. In this movie Will
his creation and seeks to murder it. Not only is he
Smith plays a sole surviving normal human in New
venturing further away from religion by desiring to
York City after a plague has killed 90% of the
kill another living creature, but that creature is his
human race and turned almost all the rest into rabid
own creation. Eventually, Frankenstein spends his
zombies.
life on a miserable, heart-breaking pursuit of his
creature.
However it starts out so promising. Genetic
engineering has created a virus that attacks cancer
After the monster takes all that he loves,
by inhibiting a which seems to be over performing
Frankenstein exhibits an unrelenting desire for
enzyme which is the cause for cancerous
revenge and justice. Yet again, although
symptoms. The gene is tried in 10,000 patients. And
Frankenstein originally desires to be the Godlike
worked in 10,000 patients. Three years later, New
creator of life, he exhibits traits that are completely
York (and the rest of the world) is a wasteland. The
contradictory to his plight. In his quest through life
virus mutated, infecting the cancer patients with
and for the monster, Frankenstein forfeits all of his
something akin to rabies and is spread both by
happiness and all that he loves. Being that God is
contact and through the air.
love, one can see that the attempt of man to be God
results in suffering for his blasphemy.
Whilst I am Legend is just a movie it probes at the
inner most fears that define the stance taken by civil
Shelley illustrates the perils that can befall man if
rights and religious groups regarding the tinkering of
he actively seeks to play God. Although man should
the human genome. The fact that for the initial good
live a moral life modeling that of God, man should
that is done there will always be some significant
not try to himself create life and become a god. The
and deadly after effect which will create significantly
more issues for the medical establishment.
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When He opened the fourth seal, I heard the
voice of the fourth living creature say, “Come!”,
8 And I looked, and there was a pale green
horse. The horseman on it was named Death,
and Hades was following after him. Authority
was given to them, over a fourth of the earth,
to kill by the sword, by famine, by plague, and
by the wild animals of the earth. Revelation
6:8
For nation shall rise against nation, and
kingdom against kingdom: and there shall be
famines, and pestilences, and earthquakes, in
divers places. Matthew 24:7
It is no secret that the Bible has made specific prophecies regarding a major rise in hideous disease outbreaks that
would impact mankind significantly as we move closer towards the end of this age. Characteristically, the apostle
John describes the fourth horse and rider using a paucity of verbiage: The horse is "pale," the rider's name is
"Death," and "Hades" follows him. This is the extent of the biblical description, yet even so, these provide us with
sufficient clues to deduce a cogent interpretation.
First, the horse's coat is a unique and otherworldly pale. The Greek word is chlooros, which we recognize as the
origin of such English words as "chlorine," "chloroform," and "chlorophyll." It technically refers to a greenish-yellow
color found in nature in the pale green of just-sprouted grass or new leaves (see Mark 6:39; Revelation 8:7; 9:4;
these are chlooros' only other occurrences in the New Testament).
Secular Greek writers, however, did not confine chlooros just to sprouting plants. In The Iliad, Homer describes
fearful men's faces with this term, suggesting a pallid, ashen color, and in other instances, it is the pale golden color
of honey or the gray bark of an olive tree. Sophocles writes that it is the color of sand, while Thucydides applies it to
the skin color of those suffering from plague.
It is this last description that is probably John's intended meaning; the color of the horse reminded him of the pale,
greenish-gray color of a corpse or decaying flesh. The Phillips translation renders chlooros as "sickly green in color";
the New English and the Revised English Bibles, as "sickly pale"; the New Jerusalem Bible, as "deathly pale"; and
the New Living Translation, as "pale green like a corpse." The fourth horse sports a coat only producers of horror
movies would love! Upon the back of this gruesome beast sits one whose name is "Death." This is another unique
feature of this horseman, as none of the others receives a name. The Greek word is the normal word for "death,"
thánatos, suggesting on the surface a generic application of the term. However, this would be jumping to a
conclusion, for the term is probably meant to be understood more specifically as "pestilence" or "disease."
The evidence for this meaning here derives primarily from the Greek translation of the Old Testament called the
Septuagint. In several places, the Septuagint translators rendered the Hebrew word deber, meaning "pestilence" or
"disease," as thánatos. For instance, in Exodus 5:3, Moses and Aaron tell Pharaoh, "Please let us go three days'
journey into the desert and sacrifice to the LORD our God, lest He fall upon us with pestilence [Hebrew deber; Greek
thánatos] or with the sword." This combination of translations also occurs in the fifth plague, that of the murrain or
cattle disease: God tells Moses to inform Pharaoh, "There will be a very severe pestilence" (Exodus 9:3; see also
verse 15). In a later instance, God warns Judah through Jeremiah, "I will send . . . pestilence among them, till they
are consumed from the land that I gave to them and their fathers" (Jeremiah 24:10).
The most convincing piece of evidence for thánatos meaning "pestilence" in this passage comes from the mouth of
Jesus in the Olivet Prophecy, as he describes the events leading up to His return. He prophesies to his disciples,
"And there will be famines [third seal or horseman], pestilences [fourth seal or horseman], and earthquakes in
various places" (Matthew 24:7). He does not use thánatos but loimós, which literally means "pestilence" or "disease."
Once Jesus Himself weighs in, there is no argument. The pale rider brings death by disease. Interestingly enough
Revelation also mentions by the “wild animals” of the earth. Could this be a reference to sicknesses passing from
animals to humans and causing widespread pandemics?.
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ARE EMERGING DISEASES MAN‐MADE?
Emerging Diseases: Accident of nature or man-made illnesses?
In the 1970s it was thought that many infectious diseases had been banished from the industrialized world.
But with the spectacular rise of genetic engineering over the last two decades, more than 30 new
emerging diseases have appeared around the world. Some of the better-known diseases include AIDS,
Legionnaire's disease, toxic shock syndrome, Lyme disease, hepatitis C, "mad cow disease", hanta virus,
various new encephalitis and hemorrhagic viruses, Lassa fever, and Ebola virus. (New controversial
diseases like chronic fatigue syndrome and Persian Gulf War Syndrome affecting veterans, are not
included in the CDC’s list of emerging diseases.) After 80 years of steady declines in infectious disease,
the mortality rate in the U.S. rose 58% between 1980 and 1992.
We blame this on increased global travel and globalization, population growth and movements,
deforestation and reforestation programs, human sexuality (in the case of HIV), and increased human
contact with tropical mini-forests and other wilderness habitats that are reservoirs for insects and animals
that harbor unknown infectious agents. But nowhere in the official list of causes is the fact that for years
millions of animals and innumerable vials of infectious material have been shipped around the world for
commercial and biological warfare purposes. In addition, we still have to deal with the “old” infectious
agents, like anthrax bacteria, which are staples in all biowarfare laboratories.
The anthrax letter mailings that followed the World Trade Center bombings of 9/11/01 were considered a
"wake up call” indicating America was unprepared for a bioterrorist attack. To this date, the perpetrators
have not been apprehended, and the U.S government's own biowarfare scientists are the #1 prime
suspects.
HIV/AIDS: A designer disease with a laboratory virus?
In the 1970s, the decade before AIDS, the U.S. Army's biowarfare program intensified, particularly in the
area of genetic engineering research. In 1971, President Richard Nixon transferred a major part of the
Army's Biological Warfare Unit at Ft. Detrick over to the National Cancer Institute (NCI). Thereafter, secret
biowarfare experimentation continued under the cover of bona-fide cancer research.
During the 1970s the NCI's Special Virus Cancer Program also brought together leading national and
international medical scientists in a unified attempt to uncover and genetically alter cancer-causing and
immunosuppresive viruses. The genetic manipulation of cells and infectious agents, as well as the mixing
and transferring of viruses between various animals (including monkeys, chimps and other primates),
resulted in the creation of many man-made infectious agents for research, commercial and biowarfare
purposes. At the end of this decade a new immunosuppressive virus (HIV) was introduced into the gay
community, the most hated minority in America.
Some researchers believe that this Special Virus Cancer Program, with its covert connection to America's
biowarfare program, spawned HIV that was subsequently seeded into the black African population via
contaminated WHO-sponsored vaccine programs, and seeded into the U.S. homosexual community via
the government-sponsored experimental hepatitis B vaccine program (1978-1981). Not only was HIV
introduced, but the virus that causes Kaposi’s sarcoma (the “gay cancer” of AIDS) was also seeded into
gay men. These hepatitis B experiments in Manhattan, Los Angeles, and San Francisco, utilized only
highly promiscuous, healthy white gay and bisexual men as guinea pigs. Shortly after this experiment
began, the first cases of "gay-related immune deficiency disease" and “gay cancer” in the form of KS, first
erupted in New York City in 1979.
The idea of AIDS as a man-made virus is considered by most scientists to be a joke. Scientists pooh-pooh
the idea of a man-made virus, even though the laboratory transfer of viruses from one species to another
always results in a man-made virus.
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But man-made AIDS is no joke, especially to some American blacks. If you type-in “AIDS conspiracy
blacks” on PubMed, it will refer you to a 1999 study polling black people who were asked if they believed
“HIV/AIDS is a man-made virus that the federal government made to kill and wipe out black
people.” [PMID: 10329334] The majority of black people questioned “yes” or “undecided.” Interestingly, the
higher the education, the more black people were likely to answer yes. The authors concluded that “the
prevalence and health-related implications of blacks’ AIDS-conspiracy beliefs must be fully investigated.”
There is a little-known reason why HIV continues to disproportionately affect gay men and bisexuals in
America, and why it is predominantly a heterosexual disease in Africa. It is now recognized that there are
10 different “subtypes” of HIV, which reflect differences in the genetic composition of the AIDS virus.
Subtype B is the form of HIV that exists in America; this subtype is not prevalent in Africa. (Another reason
to suspect that HIV in America did not originate from Africa and that the U.S. outbreak in gays was distinct
from the African outbreak.)
Subtype B in the U.S. spreads more easily with anal sex and IV drug use, whereas the African subtypes
spread more easily via heterosexual contact. Dr Max Essex at the Harvard School of Public Health in
Boston has demonstrated that subtypes C and E infect and replicate more efficiently than subtype B in
certain cells of the vagina, cervix and the foreskin of the penis — but not on the wall of the rectum. Essex
contends that these subtypes are spread more efficiently through vaginal intercourse. Subtype B helps
explain why the U.S. epidemic spread quickly among homosexual men and IV drug users, while in Africa
and Asia, subtypes C and E have spread rapidly among heterosexuals. In my view, all these subtypes
further suggest that HIV is a manipulated virus introduced by the hand of man, rather than a geneticallydiverse virus descended and derived from primates in the African jungle.
In sub-Saharan Africa in 2002, there were an estimated 2.4 million AIDS deaths with 3.5 million new
infections, and a total of 30 million people in the region living with the infection. Isn’t it time the scientific
community asked itself if HIV could have evolved from lab experiments and vaccine contaminations, rather
then everyone blithely going along with the dubious theory that “some chimpanzee in the jungle did it!”
The new epidemic of West Nile Virus in America
SARS in 2003 follows in the wake of another unprecedented outbreak of West Nile virus in New York City
in August 1999, that worsens with each passing year. The first sign of an epidemic of unknown origin
occurred in early July when many birds died mysteriously. The virus has an affinity for some species of
birds; and the mosquito acts as a vector to spread the virus between birds, humans and other animals. A
few weeks after the bird kills, the first human cases of encephalitis appeared in local hospitals. On
September 24, it was finally determined that the virus was West Nile virus — a virus that had never been
seen in America — and a virus for which there was no testing available in any New York state laboratory.
Although the virus is contagious between birds, the disease is not contagious between humans. Only about
20% of infected people develop a mild flu-like form of the illness; but 1 in 150 people develops a severe
form of the disease with mental confusion, headache, swollen glands, high fever, severe muscle weakness,
and the tell-tale symptoms of encephalitis (inflammation of the brain).
In 1999, the disease was confined to the New York City area, with 62 cases and 7 deaths. In year 2000,
there were 21 cases and two deaths; in 2001 there were 56 cases with 7 deaths. In year 2002, the CDC
reported 4156 cases with 284 deaths; and it is estimated that as many as 200,000 people are infected
nationally. Inexplicably, as of May 2003, the CDC reports no cases.
Until 2002 the virus was confined to states in the eastern half of the country. By the summer of 2002, all but
6 of the lower 48 states reported WN virus in birds, mosquitoes, animals or humans. Shockingly, it was
announced that WN virus was in the nation's blood supply — and there is no blood screening test available
to test for the new virus. There is also no treatment or cure for WN virus disease.
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West Nile virus: Out of Africa? Or out of a laboratory?
WN virus was first discovered in 1937 in encephalitis cases in Uganda, East Africa. African cases tend to
be mild, and the virus there does not affect animal and bird populations to any significant degree. In fact,
the ability of the virus to infect and kill birds has only been noticed recently. Mild outbreaks of WN occurred
in Israel in 1951-1954 and 1957, and also in South Africa in 1974. However, since the mid 1990s,
outbreaks of increasing frequency and severity have appeared in Morocco, Tunisia, Italy, Israel, and
Russia, and have been strangely accompanied with a large number of bird deaths. Scientists have
determined that the closest viral "relative" of the New York 99 strain of WN virus is a strain of WN virus
that circulated in Israel from 1997-2000.
Health authorities claim the virus entered the U.S. via travelers from the Middle East, or via a stray
mosquito on an airplane. Other researchers claim the virus arrived with African animals or birds placed in
zoos. But, in fact, the WN virus has been housed in U.S. labs for decades (along with African animals), and
has been openly sold to researchers around the world. From the very beginning of the WN virus outbreak,
there were rumors of bioterrorism, but these rumors were denied by health officials.
Various new theories of origin still appear in the press. For example, a Los Angeles Times editorial
(9/28/02) proclaimed that "scientists think (the virus) may have arrived in the early 1980s when Asian tiger
mosquitoes traveled in tire casings from Japan to Houston." (One wonders who supplies the press with
these bizarre and undocumented stories.)
On September 12, 2002, Vermont Senator Patrick Leahy declared: "I think we have to ask ourselves: Is it
a coincidence that we're seeing such an increase in WN virus — or is that something that's being tested as
a biological weapon against us." Leahy is no stranger to bioterrorism, having received an anthrax-laden
letter at his Washington office a year earlier.
Was WN virus deliberately or accidentally seeded into the environment? Could the new outbreaks of WN
virus be a result of decades of animal experimentation and manipulation with the African virus. I discovered
on PubMed, for example, that fragments of West Nile virus were spliced into cowpox virus in 1994 (PMID:
7958993). In September 2002, some WN patients developed signs and symptoms of polio, even though
that disease is caused by a totally different virus. Another reason to suspect laboratory genetic
manipulation of WN virus, and/or the mixing of this virus in vaccine preparations?
Secret U.S. military experiments on human populations
It is surprising that the U.S. government quickly eliminated bioterrorism as a cause for HIV, the West Nile
and the SARS virus, particularly when the government has a long and well-documented history of radiation
and biowarfare experimentation against its own unsuspecting citizens.
In the 1950s the U.S. military planned a project to cripple the Soviet economy by
killing horses, cattle, and swine, with biological warfare weapons developed
from exotic animal diseases. The laboratory at Plum Island, off the coast of Long
Island, New York, is the Army's repository for viruses derived from the world’s
most dangerous animal diseases. According to Norman Covert, base historian
and public information officer at Fort Detrick, only a handful of scientists were
aware of this project. "In many cases there were only maybe five people who
knew what was going on in weapons research. People in one lab didn't know
what happened in the next lab, and they didn't ask." Details of these Plum Island
animal experiments were classified as secret until 1993.
During the 1950s and 60s secret military biowarfare attacks on unsuspecting
civilians took place in many parts of America. The most notorious was a six-day
attack on San Francisco in which clouds of potentially harmful bacteria were
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sprayed over the city. Twelve people developed pneumonia due to the infectious bacteria, and one elderly
man died from the attack. This attack was not revealed to the public until years later when classified
documents were finally released.
In other classified experiments, the military sprayed bacteria in New York City subways, in a Washington
D.C. airport, and on highways in Pennsylvania. Biological warfare testing also took place in military bases
in Virginia, In Key West (Florida), and off the coasts of Southern California and Hawaii.
In preparing America for nuclear attack during the Cold War years following World War II, thousands of
U.S. citizens were used as unsuspecting guinea pigs in over 4,000 secret and classified radiation
experiments conducted by the Atomic Energy Commission and other agencies, such as the Department of
Defense, the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, the Public Health Service (now the CDC), the
National Institutes of Health, the Veterans Administration, the CIA and NASA. (See my article , “The
Human Radiation Experiments; How scientists secretly used US citizens as guinea pigs during the Cold
War”, New Dawn, Sept 2001.)
The full extent of the U.S. government's experiments on unsuspecting people will probably never be known
because many incriminating documents remain Top Secret or classified. Other documents are often
declared as missing, destroyed, or "unavailable", in an attempt to hide the truth from the public.
Not only is the public kept ignorant of biowarfare research, but biowarfare "accidents" are officially
covered-up, downplayed, and frequently blamed on animals. For example, the Russians finally revealed
the truth about an epidemic of anthrax that caused at least 68 deaths in 1979 in the city of Sverdlovsk, 850
miles east of Moscow. The outbreak was officially blamed on eating meat from infected animals. In 1992,
Russian president Boris Yeltsin finally acknowledged the real truth. The cause was not "natural", but due to
the accidental escape of spores of weapons-grade anthrax produced by the nearby biowarfare
installation.
It is surprising that the U.S. government quickly eliminated bioterrorism as a cause for HIV, the West Nile
and the SARS virus, particularly when the government has a long and well-documented history of radiation
and biowarfare experimentation against its own unsuspecting citizens.
In the 1950s the U.S. military planned a project to cripple the Soviet economy by killing horses, cattle, and
swine, with biological warfare weapons developed from exotic animal diseases. The laboratory at Plum
Island, off the coast of Long Island, New York, is the Army's repository for viruses derived from the world’s
most dangerous animal diseases. According to Norman Covert, base historian and public information
officer at Fort Detrick, only a handful of scientists were aware of this project. "In many cases there were
only maybe five people who knew what was going on in weapons research. People in one lab didn't know
what happened in the next lab, and they didn't ask." Details of these Plum Island animal experiments were
classified as secret until 1993.
During the 1950s and 60s secret military biowarfare attacks on unsuspecting civilians took place in many
parts of America. The most notorious was a six-day attack on San Francisco in which clouds of potentially
harmful bacteria were sprayed over the city. Twelve people developed pneumonia due to the infectious
bacteria, and one elderly man died from the attack. This attack was not revealed to the public until years
later when classified documents were finally released.
In other classified experiments, the military sprayed bacteria in New York City subways, in a Washington
D.C. airport, and on highways in Pennsylvania. Biological warfare testing also took place in military bases
in Virginia, In Key West (Florida), and off the coasts of Southern California and Hawaii.
In preparing America for nuclear attack during the Cold War years following World War II, thousands of
U.S. citizens were used as unsuspecting guinea pigs in over 4,000 secret and classified radiation
experiments conducted by the Atomic Energy Commission and other agencies, such as the
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The full extent of the U.S. government's experiments on unsuspecting people will probably never be known
because many incriminating documents remain Top Secret or classified. Other documents are often
declared as missing, destroyed, or "unavailable", in an attempt to hide the truth from the public.
Not only is the public kept ignorant of biowarfare research, but biowarfare "accidents" are officially coveredup, downplayed, and frequently blamed on animals. For example, the Russians finally revealed the truth
about an epidemic of anthrax that caused at least 68 deaths in 1979 in the city of Sverdlovsk, 850 miles
east of Moscow. The outbreak was officially blamed on eating meat from infected animals. In 1992,
Russian president Boris Yeltsin finally acknowledged the real truth. The cause was not "natural", but due to
the accidental escape of spores of weapons-grade anthrax produced by the nearby biowarfare
installation.
Why are all these man-made viruses being created?
The Human Genome Project has been heralded in science and in the media as a project to save mankind.
By mapping and swapping our human genes, scientists are trying to save us from illness, cancer and
genetic defects. However, it doesn’t take Einstein to figure out that the same technology can be used to
make people sick, as well as healthy. For obvious reasons, this fact is never mentioned.
Molecular biologists claim these genetic experiments are needed for vaccine development , gene therapy,
and disease cures. Most people do not know that animal cells are used in the development and production
of certain vaccines. And every new emerging virus and emerging disease, there is big money to be made
by pharmaceutical companies, biotech companies, biologists, vaccine makers, the entire health industry,
and stockholders. Health agencies, and worldwide health agencies like the WHO, all have close ties to the

pharmaceutical cartels, who in turn are closely allied with world governments and big business. Let’s face
it: ever since the WHO took over the health of the planet, the health of the planet has steadily deteriorated.
When my book “AIDS and the Doctors of Death” was published in 1988, it detailed the dangers of
vaccines and genetic engineering and provided extensive circumstantial evidence that AIDS was manmade. In 1989 the book so incensed WHO officials, who were sponsors of the fifth international AIDS
Conference in Montreal, that they demanded the book be removed from the shelves of an exhibit run
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Dr. David Heymann is the current executive director of the WHO Communicable Disease Program. Back in
1992 Heymann was asked by Rolling Stone’s reporter Tom Curtis if the possibly contaminated
experimental polio vaccines given to Africans back in the 1950s might have caused HIV to erupt there.
Heymann answered: “The origin of the AIDS virus is of no importance to science today. Any speculation on
how it arose is of no importance.” (Quoted in “Queer Blood”, p 79.)
Government health agencies have little interest in uncovering possible man-made origins of any emerging
disease because such an investigation could compromise covert biowarfare activities. The WHO is no
exception. In reality, the WHO (in its own mission statement) “cooperates” with government agencies like
the U.S. Department of Defense, which funds the U.S. biological warfare program.
On February 12, 2003, while the Chinese were hiding the SARS outbreak, the U.S. National Academies’
National Research Council issued a draft report estimating that 11,000 people died from cancer related to
nuclear testing during the Cold War. The government admitted that radioactive fallout exposed virtually
everyone in the U.S. to radiation and contributed to the cancer deaths. The study, performed by the CDC
and NCI, has not yet been formally published. After a half-century, the “good doctors” finally admitted the
truth.
Biological Warfare: Who cares?
Most people don’t give a damn about biological warfare. Even people who suffer
from emerging diseases often don’t have a clue about research pointing to manmade diseases; and if you try and educate them about biowarfare and unethical
medical experimentation, most people don’t want to know. In the nuclear arsenal
of the world’s major powers is enough explosive power to completely destroy the
planet. Yet strong nations are still not content and want newer and better agents
of mass destruction and biowarfare. As time goes by, the “old stuff” gets sold off
to poorer countries, and all of it is subject to thievery by terrorists and genocidal
scientists.
Biotechnology is wedded to world power and military defense; people who work
in these fields are sworn to secrecy and whistle-blowers can land in jail, or
worse. Government health authorities all have the same “official story” and their
“expert” views are dutifully recounted by adoring media-controlled journalists.
Contrary views are not considered. Researchers must rely on government or
pharmaceutical grants, and trouble-makers with “politically and scientifically incorrect” views find
themselves quickly out of a job and a career.
How many more wake up calls with bioterrorism are required before health officials stop looking in rain
forests and animal populations for the origin of these new epidemic diseases —and begin to look at the
world trade in deadly infectious agents and laboratory animals, and the insanities of genetic research, as
reasons for our new plagues? Biowarfare agents are designed solely to maim or kill large numbers of
civilians. And any country that is willing to employ and deploy these agents should be fully aware of the old
adage: What Goes Around, Comes Around.
So what does the future hold for us with all these coming plagues? Is it too late to educate people and get
governments to start behaving responsibly by not supporting biowarfare insanity—and recognizing it when
it appears? The pessimist in me says “no.” The optimist says “maybe.” My spirit says that our Mission here
on planet Earth is to try to learn to love one another, and not to kill each other. Or is that just another silly
“conspiracy theory”?
Dr. Cantwell is a researcher on AIDS, cancer, and biological warfare. His book on man-made AIDS, “Queer Blood: The Secret AIDS Genocide
Plot”, is available through the New Dawn Book Service. Many of his writings can be found on google.com and the New Dawn web site. His
published medical papers are listed on PubMed. Dr. Cantwell wishes to express his appreciation to David Jones, editor of New Dawn, for
encouraging him to write this controversial article.

