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 The following was a critique of Dr. Horowitz's work in "Emerging Viruses: AIDS and Ebola--Nature, Accident or Intentional?" 

by Gary Krasner, Dr. Horowitz's most vocal critic, Director of New York's Coalition For Informed Choice.







Whenever I've tried to stick to arguments showing that HIV doesn't cause AIDS, people would ask why I don't believe Len Horowitz's conspiracy. 

I've tried to convince people that it's just a distraction for most of us who've been dissidents of the mainstream medical establishment. I'll discuss the subject only broadly, and in relation to Peter Duesberg as follows. 

Under the Special Virus Cancer Program in the 1970s, NCI scientists were looking for a viral cause for human cancer. A lot of money was spent on this endeavor in that decade because the profits from a cancer vaccine would have been enormous. They required such a virus for an experimental model. Since they could not find naturally occurring clear cut oncogenic viruses, they tried to design them. There were arguably legitimate and logical reasons for secrecy during that time (national security, business and proprietary interests, etc.). And as consummate war strategists, no doubt the DoD was indeed interested in this area of research to assess the potential use and risks in bio warefare applications (unfortunately, many countries are still engaged in chemical and biological weapons research). Whether anyone in this government had intentions to actually use it offensively to control populations is harder to prove, though Horowitz does a fair job in trying. But he doesn,t address key questions: 

How did scientists--knowledgeable in contagious infectious agents--think they could devise a population bomb that wouldn,t eventually cross over racial and geographic borders and hurt everyone else, including themselves and their families.  

Also, given the virtually identical genetic makeup among divergent races, the development of a virus that discriminates by race was beyond their technology, and certainly would have represented a daunting challenge for even the most talented (and racist) researchers at that time. 

As we all know, the government never declassifies documents as fast or as easily as they classify them. But this tendency by government to keep secrets allows Horowitz to get away with implying certain conspiracies, where none may exist. In Emerging Viruses . . . , one certainly notices it in his (nauseating) first-person narrative, as he describes his surprise or shock at one revelation after another. 

Another transparent (at least to me) example of conspiracy mongering: In Horowitz's book and article (below), he commonly makes statements like, [they tried] to induce AIDS-like immunosuppression . . .. NCI was indeed trying to develop immunosuppresive agents to induce experimental tumors. But Horowitz liberally (throughout his book) adds the prefix, AIDS-like in a disingenuous attempt to convey in the mind of the reader that the researchers had prior intent to create an AIDS-like epidemic; as if anyone at that time even had a concept of AIDS---a syndrome of 40 ridiculously disparate diseases supposedly caused by a single microbial agent---a capability never before observed in microbiology. 

Among the NCI scientists during the 1970,s was Peter Duesberg. He was one of the acknowledged leaders in this field. Duesberg was a pioneer in oncogenes and was able to induce tumors in chickens with variants of the Rous virus. But since the mid 1970s he maintained that it was unproven that naturally occurring viruses or oncogenes cause cancer in humans--to the great annoyance of his colleagues.  

In 1987 Duesberg went further and wrote that HIV=AIDS was unproven. Long story short: he lost all his grants and was ostracized and ridiculed by his colleagues. I followed the medical articles and correspondence since the late 80,s on that debate. The debates often got heated and personal. Duesberg went on to write Infectious AIDS and Inventing The AIDS Virus containing his dissenting views. 

In order for Horowitz's conspiracy theory to have any impact and meaning, he also had to show that HIV lives up to its, billing--that it actually kills. An honest investigator would confront the arguments of the leading HIV dissenter on its merits. But instead, Horowitz chose to paint an incredulous picture: to include Duesberg among the conspirators! He claims that the AIDS establishment had asked Duesberg to sacrifice his esteemed career, allow his name to be trashed and portrayed as a fool, and forfeit millions of dollars that his collegues subsequently made in HIV-related patents, by voicing dissenting views that HIV causes AIDS.  

Why? Horowitz believes that by the mid-80s, the NCI scientists, now AIDS researchers, were concerned that some muckraker would uncover their role in developing bio-weapons that later became HIV and ebola (in just that one sentence there are three scenarios that require proof). So Horowitz claims that based upon a Hegelian principle-- thesis/antithesis--the conspirators had put out a dissenting theory (antithesis) about AIDS (via Duesberg) in hopes to confuse the public and thereby provide themselves with a plausible defense if the public subsequently blames them for possible epidemics coming out of their research. Thesis+antithesis=synthesis (confusion). 

In accord with other counterintelligence techniques, according to Horowitz, this ruse supposedly works if the antithesis contains some amount of agreeable facts (10-20%, according to Horowitz. Hardly a major hurdle for a debate of this complexity), or if it is advocated by someone that had formerly pushed thesis (which only Horowitz seems to believe was Duesberg). But Horowitz apparently dismisses the fact that Duesberg had been widely known in the biomedical community as a gadfly from the very beginning, and the clear evidence that he has remained in character to this very date: As early as the mid-70s Duesberg wasn't making many friends among his colleagues in cancer research, and a decade later it grew worse when he published his dissenting views that HIV doesn't cause AIDS. The publication of Duesberg's books in the mid-90,s should remove any scintilla of doubt about this when he challenged the pathogenicity of not only HIV, but also Kreutzfeld-Jacob's disease, tertiary syphilis, Legionnaire's disease, Hep-C, kuru, ebola, Hanta, and a host of others. In his books, Duesberg goes much farther than the threshold that Horowitz sets: Not only does Duesberg challenge HIV=AIDS, he also exposes the AIDS establishment scientists as deceitful frauds and unethically greedy. When Duesberg says in one of his more tame quotes, Thousands of lives have been sacrificed to [the] bias for infectious theories of disease, even before AIDS appeared, he sounds to me more than just an antithesis. He sounds like trouble for the medical establishment, and apparently for Horowitz too. 

The large circle of friends and colleagues of both parties, and journalists who have closely followed the debate saw that the dispute between Duesberg and his former coworkers is genuine. In fact there is great animosity. For example, on page 363 of Inventing The AIDS Virus, Duesberg describes how his challenges to the validity of cellular cancer genes had prompted David Baltimore (the most influential person in the biomedical establishment) to retaliate by blocking Duesberg,s election to the NAS for several years, and to help deny him the prestigious Paul Ehrlich Award in 1988. 

So while it was fairly obvious to everyone that their differences (even animus) were genuine, only Horowitz thinks it,s a trick. Yet, one can just as easily postulate that Horowitz is the antithesis, put out by the NCI scientists to promote HIV=AIDS among the very constituency that would ordinarily be attracted to Duesberg,s arguments (the wholistic, anti-vaccine, anti-medical crowd).  

And how would Horowitz appeal to such a group? Just by injecting enough anti-vaccine, alternative medical stuff in his pitch. So that's probably what happened. About 8 years after Duesberg began attacking the AIDS establishment, and a year after the publication of Duesberg's books, the AIDS establishment trotted out Horowitz to neutralize Duesberg to prevent him from gaining more ground with the public. 

Does Horowitz have any objective evidence? Horowitz thinks he proves Duesberg's complicity by trotting out a standard NIH contract containing standard confidentiality agreements that Duesberg signed to do work for NCI. He also takes an unclear verbal statement by Duesberg out of context to try to prove that Duesberg is a liar and that he really does believe that viruses (that they were working on) could cause human cancer. But Duesberg was referring to cancer animals only. Besides these desperate attempts, the only other evidence Horowitz offers was that Duesberg (from his Berkeley University lab) must have associated with the other NCI scientists, so he must have known what they were doing. 

And just what were they doing? Too much of what Horowitz claims had happened he surmises from the conference meetings, observations, notes, inferences, conclusions, and theories of the conspirators themselves. Scientists who were desperately trying to demonstrate that their viruses could induce immune deficiency leading to cancer. And it seems the greatest measure of its, validity for Horowitz seems to be whether it was classified as secret. But you can't quote liars like Robert Gallo when it suits you, and then label him a rascal, zealot, or a fraud when it doesn't. These scientists were competitive, true-believers in their theories and eager to claim results and justify continued funding. In building a circumstantial case, you have to connect all the dots. Horowitz just doesn't cite enough valid studies that supports the claimed pathogenicity of the viruses. And how could he? Secret research is not openly peer-reviewed and certainly not published. 

Horowitz complains that mainstream medical journals won't publish him because his theories are too much of a threat to the medical establishment. Peter Duesberg,s theory represents a vastly greater threat, for it undermines the necessity of all current AIDS research: from treatment for HIV, to vaccination against HIV. Despite this, Duesberg has been able to publish because his work has been able to withstand the brutal gauntlet (especially for him) of peer-review, particularly because his conclusions are supported by valid research. But for Horowitz, Duesberg's ability to get published is just further evidence that he's the messenger of the antithesis. On a radio talk show a year ago, Horowitz even interpreted a friendly and cordial meeting between Duesberg and Robert Gallo at a scientific conference as further proof that Duesberg is in league with the conspirators in the AIDS research establishment. This is such a desperate interpretation, given the tons of evidence to the contrary. Conspiracies do exist. But to the conspiracy-minded, conspiracies lurk everywhere, beyond reason. 

As we all know, Horowitz has been shopping his conspiracy theory around for a couple of years. To my knowledge, few if any reputable scientists or journalists believe he has substantiated it. At least preeminent scientists, molecular biologists and Nobel laureates (about 300 total) support Peter Duesberg's theory. Who supports Horowitz? Co-author Alan Cantwell had been a champion of Antoine Bechamp and the Hygienic theory of disease. But like Horowitz, he knows that to be able to get a book published, you have to write about microbes that CAUSE cancer and AIDS. From what I had read in Jad Adams' book, AIDS: The HIV Myth, Cantwell held theories about AIDS in the past that doesn't jive with Horowitz's theories. 

The general public is already sold on the idea that biomedical research is capable of, and has been guilty of unethical conduct. The public is aware of iatrogenic disease and half the public already thinks doctors are bad guys. So we don't need Horowitz and his conspiracies for that. Nor should we endorse Horowitz's theory that these new viruses will bring on disease epidemics. Let,s let the vaccine promoters do their own work. But if we continue to help Horowitz promote the medical establishment's HIV=AIDS theory, we will soon have another vaccine preventable disease to deal with. And worse, you,ll have me saying, I told you so! 
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================================================ 

Response from Dr. Horowitz: 

Dear Gary, 

Thank you for giving my work in "Emerging Viruses: AIDS & Ebola--Nature, Accident, or Intentional?" so much critical attention. 

In most corners, however, the scientific community, and the grassroots, have endorsed my work because, unlike Dr. Duesberg's, and now yours, I lay out hard evidence in U.S. government documents to back my assertions. Though your lengthy internet memo is compelling for those able to be deceived, where is your documentation? 

Who backs my work? For example, last week I got a call from Major General Caleb Gwambo, the Office of the President, Nairobi, Kenya. He called to thank me after purchasing 32 of my books. He gave them to the top political and public health leaders in the country. They reviewed the documentation and decided to stop the World Health Organization's experimental vaccine programs there. He then passed the phone to their top AIDS scientist, Basil Wainwright, Ph.D., who was persecuted and jailed in the United States for advancing highly effective alternative medicine--oxygenation therapies--for cancer and AIDS. Both thanked me royally for the "likely hundreds of thousands if not millions" of lives they said my work will save! 

I do not have the time to address the several basic unsubstantiated arguments you aim at my work. Readers of my book can gain these rebuttals and draw their own conclusions. I would, however, like to show you, and those interested, how off-base you are in your criticisms of me, and in your "conspiracy theory" that places me at the center of the Hegelian dialectic that I first exposed in the AIDS arena. 

Your fundamental criticism, repeated in this most recent internet memo, is absurd, totally false, and publicly misleading. You write that:  

"One can just as easily postulate that Horowitz is the antithesis, put out by the NCI scientists to promote HIV=AIDS among the very constituency that would ordinarily be attracted to Duesberg's arguments (the wholistic,anti-vaccine, anti-medical crowd)." 

If you truly kept up with my work, that is, got a life beyond your incessant fixation to deride my efforts, you might have read my statements in my ninth book, "Deadly Innocence," published in 1993 in which I supported, as a wholistic minded health professional, Dr. Duesberg's basic thesis. Now again in my latest book "Healing Codes for the Biological Apocalypse" I do the same. Here, after reading Dr. Lo's 1993 patent on a "Pathogenic Mycoplasma," obtained from AIDS patients, for the American Registry of Pathology in collaboration with the Armed Forces Institute of Pathology, being familiar with Dr. Nicolson's great work, I published:  

"Lo's patent filing also revealed a fascinating and important finding that, like Dr. Duesberg argued, "HIV does not cause AIDS," though it is associated with the infection, Mycoplasma fermentans (incognitas strain), in fact, may be the single most important agent 'responsible' for the acquired immune deficiency syndrome! Here's how Lo explained it . . ."  

So anyone can read that I am not out to get Duesberg, or promote the HIV=AIDS theory, as you claim. I am interested in the TRUTH and helping protect and heal the world's populations. 

What astounds me is that you believe, so readily, my work is part of a great "AIDS-conspiracy," yet neglect any appreciation for the mountain of scientific and circumstantial evidence I advance that screams AIDS is a genocidal conspiracy for population reduction. The medical term for this myopism is called "scatoma." It's not an infectious disease, thank God. I leave you to figure out how you got it. 

Anyway, thanks again for all your strenuous efforts in advancing debate in this area. If I didn't know better, I might suspect you were working with me to promote my work, which would make you a fellow "conspirator" in your theory. I'm sure you realize that in publishing and public relations, any publicity is good publicity for selling books. Again, if I didn't know better, I would credit you as part of the "conspiracy" that has made "Emerging Viruses: AIDS & Ebola--Nature, Accident or Intentional?" the bestseller that it is. 

Indeed, keep it up, I love reading your well intended, though misguided, communiqués.  

  

Yours in the Spirit of health,

Leonard G. Horowitz, D.M.D., M.A., M.P.H.
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