The Government was intentionally poisoning us?
Planned Parenthood--Examples of Proposed Measures to Reduce U.S. Fertility, by Universality or Selectivity of Impact, March 11, 1969.pdf


John Holdren, Obama's Science Czar, says: Forced abortions and mass sterilization needed to save the planet . . .
http://zombietime.com/john_holdren/
http://zombietime.com/john_holdren/#white_house_statement
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President Barack Obama's nominee for director of the White House Office 
of Science and Technology Policy faces limited criticism at confirmation 
hearing.

Faced with daunting challenges ranging from economic turmoil to global 
climate change, President Barack Obama's administration plans to "play a 
crucial role" in promoting policies aimed at deploying science and 
technology in ways that will "turn those challenges into opportunities," 
John P. Holdren told a U.S. Senate committee Thursday.


Full Transcript below:

Senate Commerce Committee – February 12, 2009
Excerpt: Senator David Vitter (R-Louisiana): OK. Another statement. In 
1986, you predicted that global warming could cause the deaths of one 
billion people by 2020. Would you stick to that statement today?
Holdren: Well, again, I wouldn't have called it a prediction then, and I 
wouldn't call it a prediction now. I think it is unlikely to happen, but 
it is ...

Vitter (interrupting): Do you think it could happen?
Holdren: I think it could happen, and the way it could happen is climate 
crosses a tipping point in which a catastrophic degree of climate change 
has severe impacts on global agriculture. A lot of people depend on 
that...
Vitter (interrupting): So you would stick to that statement?

Holdren: I don't think it's likely. I think we should invest effort - 
considerable effort - to reduce the likelihood further.

Vitter:
Dr. Holdren, one of the lines in the President's Inaugural Address which 
I most appreciated was his comment about science, and honoring that, and 
not having it overtaken by ideology. My concern is that as one of his 
top science advisors, that many statements you've made in the past don't 
meet that test, and so I wanted to explore that. One is from 1971, an 
article with Paul Ehrlich, titled Global Ecology, in which you predicted 
that, "some form of eco-catastrophe, if not thermonuclear war, seems 
almost certain to overtake us before the end of the century." Do you 
think that was a responsible prediction?

Holdren:
Well, thank you, Senator, for that..., um..., for that question. First 
of all, I guess I would say that one of the things I've learned in the 
intervening nearly four decades is that predictions about the future are 
difficult. That was a statement which at least, at the age of 26, I had 
the good sense to hedge by saying "almost certain". The trends at the 
time were not, ah..., were not positive, either with respect to the 
dangers of thermonuclear war or with respect to ecological dangers of a 
variety of sorts. A lot of things were getting worse. I would argue that 
the motivation for looking at the downside possibilities - the 
possibilities that can go wrong if things continue in a bad direction is 
to motivate people to change direction. That was my intention at the 
time. In many respects there were changes in direction which reduced the 
possibility of nuclear war through arms control agreements and there 
were changes in direction in national and international policy with 
respect to environmental problems, including a good many laws passed by 
this Congress.

Vitter:
Given all that context, do you think that was a responsible prediction 
at the time?

Holdren:
Senator, with respect, I would want to distinguish between predictions 
and, ahh, description of possibilities which we would like to avert. I 
think it is responsible to call attention to the dangers that society 
faces, so we'll make the investments and make the changes to reduce 
those dangers.

Vitter:
Well, I will call "seems almost certain" a prediction, but that's just a 
difference of opinion. What, specifically, what science was that 
prediction based on?
Holdren:
Well, it was based in the ecological domain on a lot of science, on the 
evidence of the accumulation of persistent toxic substances in the body 
fat of organisms all around the planet, on the rise of the atmospheric 
concentrations of carbon dioxide, of sulfur oxides, of particulate 
matter, on trace metals accumulating in various parts of the environment 
in large quantities, on the destruction of tropical forests at a great 
rate...

Vitter (interrupting):
Is all of that dramatically reversed since this "almost certainty" has 
obviously been averted?

Holdren:
Some of it has reversed, and I'm grateful for that. And, again, I think 
that it's been reversed in part because of sensible laws passed by the 
United States Congress and signed by various Presidents. Some of it has 
not reversed. We continue to be on a perilous path with respect to 
climate change, and I think we need to do more work to get that one 
reversed as well.
Vitter:
OK. Another statement. In 1986, you predicted that global warming could cause the deaths of one billion people by 2020. Would you stick to that statement today?
Holdren:
Well, again, I wouldn't have called it a prediction then, and I wouldn't 
call it a prediction now. I think it is unlikely to happen, but it is 
...

Vitter (interrupting):
Do you think it could happen?

Holdren:
I think it could happen, and the way it could happen is climate crosses 
a tipping point in which a catastrophic degree of climate change has 
severe impacts on global agriculture. A lot of people depend on that...
Vitter (interrupting):
So you would stick to that statement?

Holdren:
I don't think it's likely. I think we should invest effort - 
considerable effort - to reduce the likelihood further.
Vitter:
So you would stick to the statement that it could happen?
Holdren:
It could happen, and ...

Vitter (interrupting):
One billion by 2020?

Holdren:
It could.
Vitter:
In 1973, you encouraged "a decline in fertility to well below 
replacement" in the United States because "280 million in 2040 is likely 
to be too many." What would your number for the right population in the 
US be today?"

Holdren:
I no longer think it's productive, Senator, to focus on the optimum 
population for the United States. I don't think any of us know what the 
right answer is. When I wrote those lines in 1973, I was preoccupied 
with the fact that many problems the United States faced appeared to be 
being made more difficult by the rate of population growth that then 
prevailed. I think everyone who studies these matters understands that 
population growth brings some benefits and some liabilities. It's a 
tough question to determine which will prevail in a given time period. 
But I think the key thing today is that we need to work to improve the 
conditions all of our citizens face economically, environmentally, and 
in other respects. And we need to aim for something that I have been 
calling for years 'sustainable prosperity'.

Vitter:
Well, since we're at 304 million, I'm certainly heartened that you're 
not sticking to the 280 million figure. But, much more recently, namely 
a couple of weeks ago, in your response to my written questions, you did 
say on this matter, "balancing costs and benefits of population growth 
is a complex business, of course, and reasonable people can disagree 
about where it comes out." I'll be quite honest with ya. I'm not 
concerned where you or I might come out. I'm scared to death that you 
think this is a proper function of government, which is what that 
sentence clearly implies. You think determining optimal population is a 
proper role of government?

Holdren:
No, Senator, I do not. And I did not, certainly, intend that to be the 
implication of that sentence. The sentence means only what it says, 
which is that people who have thought about these matters come out in 
different places. I think the proper role of government is to develop 
and deploy the policies with respect to economy, environment, security, 
that will ensure the well being of the citizens we have. I also believe 
that many of those policies will have the effect, and have had the 
effect in the past, of lowering birth rates. Because when you provide 
health care for women, opportunities for women, education, people tend 
to have smaller families on average. And it ends up being easier to 
solve some of our other problems when that occurs.

Vitter:
Final question. In 2006, obviously pretty recently, in an article, "The 
War on Hot Air," you suggested that global sea levels could rise 13 feet 
by the end of this century. Now, in contrast to that, the IPCC's 2007 
report put their estimate at between 7 and 25 inches. So their top line 
was 25 inches - about two feet. What explains the disparity? Why is the 
IPCC 600% off in their top level assessment?

Holdren:
The disparity, Senator, is that the IPCC chose not to include in that 
numerical estimate the mechanisms by which the great ice sheets on 
Antarctica and Greenland could disintegrate very rapidly in a warming 
world. What they considered is the effect of...

Vitter (interrupting, and inaudible):

Holdren:
No, I don't say it was a mistake. It says so in the report. In the 
IPCC's report, it says we're not going to include those rapid mechanisms 
because our models are not yet good enough to represent them 
quantitatively in terms of how much they could do by a particular year. 
My statement was based on articles in the journals Science and Nature, 
peer-reviewed publications by some of the world's leading specialists in 
studying ice, who had concluded that twice in the last 19,000 years, in 
natural warming periods of similar pace to the warming period that we're 
experiencing now in part because of human activities, the sea level went 
up by as much as 2 to 5 meters per century. And that was not an article 
I wrote, that was an interview in which I was quoted, and I had 
mentioned that research which had indicated that those high rates were 
possible. And the IPCC did not refute that, it simply said, our models 
cannot represent the phenomena that did that, so we're going to produce 
an estimate that only includes some...

Vitter (who had been trying to interrupt for some time):
So, bottom line, do you think that the better worse case estimate is 25 
inches or 13 feet?

Holdren:
The newer analyses that have been done since the IPCC report came out 
indicate that the upper limit for the year 2100 is probably between 1 
and 2 meters, and those are the numbers that I now quote, because they 
are the latest science.

Vitter:
So you would no longer quote 13 feet?
(In background, another member is trying to get the chair's attention,)
Holdren:
I would no longer quote 13 feet, because newer science indicates that 
the upper limit is only about six and a half feet.

Vitter:
But going back to my first question...
Chairman Rockefeller, interrupting, as another member continues to try 
to get his attention)

Senator, you've had almost ten minutes.
Vitter:
Just a final follow-up. You would say - I think you did - that 1 billion 
people lost by 2020 is still a possibility?

Holdren:
It is still a possibility, and one we should work energetically to 
avoid.
Vitter:
Thank you, Mr. Chariman. 

In his book Ecoscience, co-authored in 1977 by John Holdren and his close colleagues Paul Ehrlich and Anne Ehrlich. See Amazon Reviews below:
http://www.amazon.com/Ecoscience-Population-Environment-Paul-Ehrlich/product-reviews/0716700298/ref=dp_top_cm_cr_acr_txt?ie=UTF8&showViewpoints=1



 HYPERLINK "http://www.amazon.com/Ecoscience-Population-Environment-Paul-Ehrlich/dp/0716700298/ref=sr_1_1?ie=UTF8&qid=1325538749&sr=8-1"
http://www.amazon.com/Ecoscience-Population-Environment-Paul-Ehrlich/dp/0716700298/ref=sr_1_1?ie=UTF8&qid=1325538749&sr=8-1

 • Women could be forced to abort their pregnancies, whether they wanted to or not;
 • The population at large could be sterilized by infertility drugs intentionally put into the nation's drinking water or in food; 
 • Single mothers and teen mothers should have their babies seized from them against their will and given away to other couples to raise; 
 • People who "contribute to social deterioration" (i.e. undesirables) "can be required by law to exercise reproductive responsibility" -- in other words, be compelled to have abortions or be sterilized. 
 • A transnational "Planetary Regime" should assume control of the global economy and also dictate the most intimate details of Americans' lives -- using an armed international police force.







Alex Jones--Slow Kill Holocaust--Proof The Government Is Killing You! December 29, 2011 



 HYPERLINK "https://www.alemattec.com/Alex Jones--Slow Kill Holocaust--Proof The Government Is Killing You! December 29, 2011"
https://www.alemattec.com/Alex Jones--Slow Kill Holocaust--Proof The Government Is Killing You! December 29, 2011
Monsanto's GMO Corn Linked To Organ Failure, Study Reveals
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2010/01/12/monsantos-gmo-corn-linked_n_420365.html
Debate on GMOs Health Risks after Statistical Findings in Regulatory Tests
https://www.ijbs.com/v06p0590.htm

http://www.biolsci.org/v06p0590.htm

http://www.biolsci.org/
BPA EXTREMELY dangerous . . .
http://abcnews.go.com/Health/w_ParentingResource/bpa-canned-foods-worry/story?id=14563600#.TwIWTPlFp9h

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bisphenol_A
This part has been removed from the link now active directly above:
https://web.archive.org/web/20120127141202/https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bisphenol_A

BPA is controversial because it exerts weak but detectable hormone-like properties, raising concerns about its presence in consumer products . Starting in 2008, several governments questioned its safety, prompting some retailers to withdraw polycarbonate products. A 2010 report from the United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA) raised further concerns regarding exposure of fetuses, infants and young children.[1] In September 2010, Canada became the first country to declare BPA a toxic substance.[2][3] In the European Union and Canada, BPA use is banned in baby bottles.[4]


Low-dose exposure in animals Dose (µg/kg/day)    Effects (measured in studies of mice or rats,
 descriptions (in quotes) are from Environmental Working Group)[130][131]    Study Year

0.025    "Permanent changes to genital tract"    2005[132]
0.025    "Changes in breast tissue that predispose cells to hormones and carcinogens"    2005[133]
1    long-term adverse reproductive and carcinogenic effects    2009[86]
2    "increased prostate weight 30%"    1997[134]
2    "lower bodyweight, increase of anogenital distance in both genders, signs of early puberty and longer estrus."    2002[135]
2.4    "Decline in testicular testosterone"    2004[136]
2.5    "Breast cells predisposed to cancer"    2007[137]
10    "Prostate cells more sensitive to hormones and cancer"    2006[138]
10    "Decreased maternal behaviors"    2002[139]
30    "Reversed the normal sex differences in brain structure and behavior"    2003[140]
50    Adverse neurological effects occur in non-human primates    2008[57]
50    Disrupts ovarian development    2009[87]

10    "Decreased maternal behaviors"    2002[139]

2 Timothy 3:1-13

 1This know also, that in the last days perilous times shall come. 

 2For men shall be lovers of their own selves, covetous, boasters, proud, blasphemers, disobedient to parents, unthankful, unholy, 

 3Without natural affection, trucebreakers, false accusers, incontinent, fierce, despisers of those that are good, 

Note:  Mothers will not nurture their children, but give their children over to others to nurture, and along with the government's plan to destroy the American family (I'm sure this is happening in Europe as well, and maybe all over the world) -- we have a great decrease in maternal behaviors toward their children, and children in return grow up without natural affection (love) for family members, and less for individuals in the world at large.  Men will wax worse and worse . . . (Note:  Incontinent in the Greek means:  The inability to maintain control; (figuratively) without self-control and hence mastered by personal appetites (urges)), and without natural affection -- unloving, devoid of affection toward others even in their own families (no empathy).

 4Traitors, heady, highminded, lovers of pleasures more than lovers of God; 

 5Having a form of godliness, but denying the power thereof: from such turn away. 

 6For of this sort are they which creep into houses, and lead captive silly women laden with sins, led away with divers lusts, 

 7Ever learning, and never able to come to the knowledge of the truth.

8Now as Jannes and Jambres withstood Moses, so do these also resist the truth: men of corrupt minds, reprobate concerning the faith. 

 9But they shall proceed no further: for their folly shall be manifest unto all men, as their's also was. 

 10But thou hast fully known my doctrine, manner of life, purpose, faith, longsuffering, charity, patience, 

 11Persecutions, afflictions, which came unto me at Antioch, at Iconium, at Lystra; what persecutions I endured: but out of them all the Lord delivered me. 

 12Yea, and all that will live godly in Christ Jesus shall suffer persecution. 

 13But evil men and seducers shall wax worse and worse, deceiving, and being deceived.


'Gender bending' chemical in food tins may cut male fertility . . .
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1300402/Gender-bending-chemical-food-tins-cut-male-fertility.html


Banned chemical coats 40% of store receipts . . .
https://web.archive.org/web/20100808024935/http://www.healthzone.ca/health/newsfeatures/article/843074--banned-chemical-coats-40-of-store-receipts

 HYPERLINK "http://www.healthzone.ca/health/newsfeatures/article/843074--banned-chemical-coats-40-of-store-receipts"



Dental sealants temporarily raise BPA levels . . .
https://web.archive.org/web/20101115163142/http://www.usatoday.com/yourlife/health/medical/oralcare/2010-09-07-dental07_st_N.htm


Widespread occurrence of bisphenol A in paper and paper products: implications for human exposure
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21939283/
Understanding Cancer -- the Basics 


 HYPERLINK "http://www.webmd.com/cancer/news/20111202/study-bpa-is-in-wide-variety-of-paper-products?sf2678678=1"
http://www.webmd.com/cancer/news/20111202/study-bpa-is-in-wide-variety-of-paper-products?sf2678678=1


Cashiers may face special risks from BPA, The concern: Pregnant ones may transmit the pollutant to their babies . . .
https://web.archive.org/web/20100806013150/http://www.sciencenews.org:80/view/generic/id/61740/title/Science_%2B_the_Public__Cashiers_may_face_special_risks_from_BPA

 HYPERLINK "http://www.sciencenews.org/view/generic/id/61740/title/Science_+_the_Public__Cashiers_may_face_special_risks_from_BPA"


BPA Receipts Bombshell: Paper Slips Contain High Levels of Bisphenol A . . .
https://web.archive.org/web/20100729003731/https://www.cbsnews.com/8301-504763_162-20011903-10391704.html/


Just in case you haven’t heard where you are being exposed to BPA, here are some shocking places where you can be in contact with BPA…and this list doesn’t even count the water bottles, baby formula and sippy cups…etc.

Credit card receipts – those that are shiny on one side
Cash register receipts
Recycled cardboard pizza boxes and paper – from recycled  carbon-less papers
Toilet Paper -- Holy S@#%!
Newspaper Inks
Carbon-less papers and fax papers
Dental Sealants
Dental appliances like night guards
Medical instruments
Beer and wine – from vats that are lined with a BPA-containing resin
Polycarbonate-lined baking tins
Soda cans and food cans
Baby food jar lids and formula packaging  like metal cans, glass jar lids, and paper packaging foil seals
Canning jar lids
Water bottles
Many non-polycarbonate plastics . . .



High-frequency Active Auroral Research Program, HAARP
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/HAARP

Classified UN documents reveal that 1 billion people will be killed by starvation as UN trade agreements and WHO health moratoriums will forbid any country from selling and exporting any food to targeted regions for depopulation. Starvation of 3 billion people has already begun as the United States has been using its weapon of mass destruction called HAARP to control, alter and intensify the weather of the targeted nations.  HAARP was used to create a heat wave in Russia, resulting in the near complete destruction of its crops. The United States used HAARP to cause massive flooding in China and Pakistan – an attempt to wipe out the crops of China and Pakistan resulting in the mass starvation of their populations. Two billion more will be murdered by diseases and illnesses associated with malnutrition from crop destruction, pasteurization and irradiation. 



National Security Study Memorandum
NSSM 200
Implications of Worldwide Population Growth
For U.S. Security and Overseas Interests
(THE KISSINGER REPORT (Henry Kissinger))
December 10, 1974

http://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/PCAAB500.pdf
In addition, the U.S. strategy should support general activities capable of achieving major breakthroughs in key problems which hinder attainment of fertility control objectives. For example, the development of more effective, simpler contraceptive methods through big-medical research will benefit all countries which face the problem of rapid population growth; improvements in methods for measuring demographic changes will assist a number of LDCs in determining current population growth rates and evaluating the impact over time of population/family planning activities.



The Georgia Guidestones (Depopulate The World Down To ½ Billion From Almost 8 Billion People In Order 'To Save The Planet, Great Reset, Green New Deal, etc . . . ')
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Georgia_Guidestones

https://www.alemattec.com/Georgia Guidestones, 2020.pdf


Eliminate and reverse BPA toxicity . . .
http://www.naturalnews.com/033993_BPA_protection.html


Detoxify . . .
https://web.archive.org/web/20110122131752/http://abcnews.go.com/Health/video/detoxify-body-tips-help-toxins-detoxification-chemicals-12618637
Revelation 18:23
23 And the light of a candle shall shine no more at all in thee; and the voice of the bridegroom and of the bride shall be heard no more at all in thee: for thy merchants were the great men of the earth; for by thy sorceries were all nations deceived.

( . . . for by thy SORCERIES (PHARMACIES) were all nations deceived.) SORCERIES in the Greek is the word: Pharmakeia which is translated into English as Pharmacy means the use of medicine, drugs or spells -- associated with WITCHCRAFT -- magic, sorcery, enchantment ...(Exodus 22:18; John 8:32; John 14:17; John 8:36.) So, the antiChrist uses SORCERIES (PHARMACIES) to DECEIVE the whole world, takes over the world, to have the world (satan's family--those NOT BORN AGAIN, NOT CHRISTIAN,) worship him, by accepting his mark, or the name of the beast, or the number of his name. Revelation 13:17.)


John 8:32
32 And ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free. 

John 14:6
6 Jesus saith unto him, I am the way, the truth, and the life: no man cometh unto the Father, but by me. 

John 8:36 
36 If the Son therefore shall make you free, ye shall be free indeed. 

-- 
Paul (<:) Jesus first! 
www.Alemattec.com 
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