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Feb. 8—These days, one 
would be hard pressed to 
find a news or media outlet 
anywhere that didn’t fea-
ture alarming headlines 
concerning the rapid spread 
of a virus that garnered 
little attention just a short 
time ago. But on Feb. 1, 
World Health Organization 
(WHO) Director-General 
Margaret Chan, MD, de-
clared the current Zika out-
break, which has been tied 
to an explosive increase in birth 
defects, particularly microceph-
aly, to be a “public health emer-
gency of global concern.” It is the 
same designation that was given 
to the deadly Ebola outbreak two 
years ago. Within a week of 
Chan’s declaration, more than 29 
nations and territories declared 
states of emergency, and that 
number grows daily.

Critics wondered what, ex-
actly, was going on. Many 
thought Chan, who had been 
sharply rebuked for the WHO’s 
slow response to the Ebola 
crisis, might be acting more out 
of concern for her own reputa-
tion than the situation warranted.

The criticism was based on the fact that, historically, 
Zika has never been considered to be a clinically seri-
ous infection. According to the U.S. Centers for Dis-
ease Control, roughly one in five individuals with the 

virus develops symptoms 
such as fever, rash, joint 
pain, and conjunctivitis, 
and those symptoms gen-
erally disappear within a 
week, and almost never 
land anyone in the hospi-
tal. During her press con-
ference, Chan agreed that 
the virus alone would not 
justify a declaration of 
emergency, but said that 
the declaration was based 
on the fact that “a causal 

relationship between Zika virus 
infection and birth malforma-
tions and neurological syn-
dromes is strongly suspected. 
[These suspected links] have 
rapidly changed the risk profile 
of Zika, from a mild threat to 
one of alarming proportions.” 
Chan continued:

WHO is deeply concerned 
about this rapidly evolving 
situation for four main rea-
sons: the possible associa-
tion of infection with birth 
malformations and neuro-
logical syndromes; the po-
tential for further interna-
tional spread given the wide 

geographical distribution of the mosquito vector; 
the lack of population immunity in newly af-
fected areas; and the absence of vaccines, spe-
cific treatments, and rapid diagnostic tests. . . .
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The arrow points to a Zika virus particle in this 
image from a transmission electron microscope. 
Top: the mosquito Aedes aegypti, which spreads 
dengue fever, Chikungunya, and Zika virus. 
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The level of concern is high, as is the level of 
uncertainty.

Clearly, understanding why this is happening is crit-
ical to assessing how to deal with it.

Why Now?
Neither the virus nor the mosquitos that carry it 

came out of nowhere. It was first identified in Uganda 
in 1947, and is transmitted by the same type of mos-
quito that carries dengue fever, yellow fever, and chi-
kungunya virus. A mosquito bites an infected person 
and then passes those viruses to other people it bites. 
Indeed, the Aedes aegypti, or yellow fever mosquito, 
killed more soldiers than guns did during the Spanish 
American War. Up until 2007, the Zika virus seemed to 
lie low, with only 14 cases actually documented, all of 
them in Africa. However, scientists suggest that this 
may well be due to the fact that the virus’ symptoms are 
not severe and there is no actual test for infection. In 
2007, the first major outbreak hit Yap Island in Micro-
nesia. Other Pacific Islands began to see more cases, 
and in 2013, there was a significant outbreak in French 
Polynesia. The current outbreak in Brazil began in May 
2015. It isn’t clear how the virus got to Brazil in the first 
place, but the Brazilian government thinks a traveler to 
the World Cup may have brought it into the country in 
2014, especially since it has been confirmed that the 
virus, although principally spread by mosquito, can in 
fact be sexually transmitted.

According to Carolyn McBride, a professor of evo-
lutionary biology at Princeton University, who special-
izes in the Aedes aegypti, the mosquitos’ ancestors lived 
in the forest where they fed on a variety of warm 
blooded animals. But some time in recent history, the 
modern Aedes mosquito developed a taste for just one 
target—human beings.

McBride explains, “They only live in association 
with humans And they have all these physical and be-
havior adaptions to do it. They have an amazing ability 
to recognize human odor and have adapted amazingly 
well to feeding on people.”

Still, it would seem that the obvious solution would 
be to simply utilize DDT and similar insecticides to 
eradicate them, thereby dealing with the current Zika 
outbreak as well as the misery the insects cause passing 
on dengue fever, yellow fever, and Chikungunya from 
person to person.

McBride explained that, unfortunately, it’s not so 
easy. “You have to first understand their habitat. On the 
one hand, they breed rapidly anywhere there is water. 
It doesn’t have to be a lot of water. In Suriname, we 
identified 500 larvae in single discarded soda bottle 
caps. But, they don’t have a lot of stamina in the air. 
Their flight range is just 300 to 600 feet. As a result, 
insecticidal sprays really don’t work on this breed be-
cause in order to feed they have to stick to their in-
tended targets (i.e. humans). It’s very hard to catch 
them airborne.” Although, she added, topically applied 
insecticides like DEET, do offer at least moderate pro-
tection.

But none of this explains the sudden explosive 
spread of the virus or the birth defects that seem to ac-
company it. The WHO estimates the virus will proba-
bly infect somewhere in the order of 3 to 4 million 
people during the coming months. In Brazil, unques-
tionably the epicenter of the outbreak, the explosion of 
the virus has also led to an explosion in the number of 
microcephaly cases—4,000 since October in a nation 
that saw less than 400 cases during the previous year.

What happened in 2015 that could possibly account 
for this?

According to a recent investigation by Claire Ber-
nish published by theAntiMedia.org and other outlets, 
there was one very significant development in 2015.

Oxitec, a British bio tech company that specializes 
in insect control, unveiled its large-scale, genetically 
modified mosquito farm in Brazil in July 2012, with the 
goal of reducing “the incidence of dengue fever,” as the 
Disease Daily reported. Dengue fever is spread by the 
same Aedes mosquitos which spread the Zika virus and 
though they “cannot fly more than 400 meters,” WHO 
stated, they “may inadvertently be transported by 
humans from one place to another.” By July 2015, 
shortly after the genetically modified mosquitos were 
first released into the wild in Juazeiro, Brazil, Oxitec 
proudly announced they had “successfully controlled 
the Aedes aegypti mosquito that spreads dengue fever, 
Chikungunya, and Zika virus, by reducing the target 
population by more than 90%.”

Though that might sound like an astounding suc-
cess—and, arguably, it was—there was an alarming 
issue these genetic engineers failed to consider: the 
impact of antibiotics in the environment caused by the 
heavy use in agricultural (animal feed) operations.

Bernish reports:
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Only the male modified Aedes mosquitos are 
supposed to be released into the wild—as 
they will mate with their unaltered female 
counterparts. Once offspring are produced, 
the modified, scientific facet is supposed to 
“kick in” and kill that larvae [sic] before it 
reaches breeding age—if tetracycline is not 
present during its development . . . [That is, 
the presence of tetracycline overrides the ge-
netically modified DNA.]

According to an unclassified document 
from the Trade and Agriculture Directorate 
Committee for Agriculture dated February 
2015, Brazil is the third largest in “global an-
timicrobial consumption in food animal pro-
duction”—meaning, Brazil is third in the 
world for its use of tetracycline in its food 
animals. As a study by the American Society 
of Agronomy explained, “It is estimated that 
approximately 75% of antibiotics are not ab-
sorbed by animals and are excreted in waste.” 
One of the antibiotics (or antimicrobials) specif-
ically named in that report for its environmental 
persistence is tetracycline.

The presence of antibiotics causes the mosquitos 
that are supposed to die off to survive and reproduce.

Warnings Ignored
As early as 2010, R.A. Steinbrecher of Department 

of Biosafety, Ministry of Natural Resources and Envi-
ronment of Malaysia specifically warned against the re-
lease of these genetically modified mosquitos, warning 
that the 15% or so that survived could very well repre-
sent a subspecies of far more hearty mosquitos capable 
of reproducing more rapidly and possibly spreading 
more virulent strains of virus thereby worsening their 
spread. The same concern was apparently echoed in a 
confidential internal Oxitec document that was di-
vulged in 2012. Additionally, Dr. Helen Wallace, direc-
tor of GeneWatch, told the Guardian in 2012 that far 
more studies of possible side effects should be required 
before what she called superbugs were released into the 
environment. “It’s a very experimental approach which 
has not yet been proven to be successful and very well 
may cause more harm than good,” she said.

Jaydee Hanson, a senior policy analyst at the U.S. 
based Center for Food Safety, told Bloomberg News, 
“They’re introducing genetic constructs that have never 

been there before. The mutated mosquitos are food for 
lots of animals. We still have to do studies of what 
occurs when birds and bats and amphibians eat these 
genetically modified mosquitos.”

Not only were the calls for further study ignored, 
but today, Oxitec is offering to release a whole new set 
of genetically modified mosquitos to specifically target 
the Zika outbreak.

The question remains whether this Jurassic Park-
type scenario was an accident caused by one company’s 
irresponsible practice or not. The recent British televi-
sion series “Utopia” suggests it could be a deliberate 
plan to reduce the global population.

The argument is certainly not without merit. The 
British monarchy has long advocated drastic reductions 
in the global population. It is also the fact that as early as 
the 1980s, Brazil, a nation with one of the largest black 
populations on the planet as well as the highest birth 
rate, was the target of a USAID program whose aim was 
to sterilize between 25% and 50% of the women of 
childbearing age in developing sector countries.

Indeed today, the rapid spread of the Zika virus 
across Latin America and its link to birth defects have 
prompted governments to do something that is almost 
unprecedented in human history: urge people to avoid 
having children. El Salvador has called for a voluntary 
moratorium on pregnancies until at least 2018. Brazil 
and Colombia, both Catholic countries, are asking 
women to wait at least several months, or perhaps in-

creative commons/scorpions and centaurs

Zombies of the dying British Empire: Queen Elizabeth and Prince Philip 
on April 29, 2011. They have long sought drastic reductions in world 
population.
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definitely, before becoming pregnant. The United Na-
tions has insisted that all bans on both contraceptives 
and legal abortions must be lifted immediately. Some 
have gone so far as to argue that lifting those bans in 
Catholic countries should be a prerequisite for the de-
livery of aid and support in dealing with the epidemic.

At this point, it is impossible to know definitively 
what is responsible for the Zika epidemic. There is a 
strong scientific and empirical argument to suggest that 
Oxitec’s actions are at least partially responsible. But 
were they willful? Again, impossible to know now.

LaRouche’s Forecast
As early as 1974, Lyndon LaRouche forewarned of 

the reality of an impending biological holocaust as a 
result of enforced primitive economic conditions im-
posed on the world’s poorest nations by institutions like 
the IMF. He then set up a task force to study the biolog-
ical-ecological breakdown and emergency of new dis-
eases, and more virulent forms of old diseases, that 
were sure to ensue if the zero growth economic policies 
then being imposed were maintained. By the 1980s, 
such consequences were already unfolding.

On July 1, 1985, LaRouche’s Biological Holocaust 

Task Force released an EIR Special Report titled, Eco-
nomic Breakdown and the Threat of Global Pandemics, 
presenting handbook-style documentation of microbial 
disease threats. It detailed the scenario of a potential 
“biological holocaust,” of new and re-emerging human, 
animal, and plant diseases, if economic growth policies 
were not restored. HIV/AIDS, then newly identified, 
was in the forefront. Today, almost 80% of the world’s 
HIV/AIDS victims are in Africa.

Two years ago, the Ebola outbreak once again as-
serted this reality as it ravaged Africa’s poorest nations, 
nations with no public health systems to speak of and 
only minimal modern infrastructure.

So, while many questions remain as to what ac-
counts for this most recent epidemic, what is unques-
tionable is that it is being used to enforce policies of 
population reduction long advocated by the British 
monarchy and other elements of the Anglo-American 
financial establishment. Also unquestionable is the fact 
that the current rapidly escalating breakdown of the 
global financial system brings with it the spread of hor-
rendous economic conditions and, unless it is immedi-
ately reversed, will result in waves of deadly, and in 
some cases, species threatening epidemics.

The New Silk Road Becomes the World Land-Bridge

The report is available in PDF $50 
and in hard copy $50 (softcover) $75 (hardcover)

plus shipping and handling.

  Order from http://store.larouchepub.com

The BRICS countries have a strategy to 
prevent war and economic catastrophe. 
It's time for the rest of the world to join!
This 374-page report is a road-map to the New World 
Economic Order that Lyndon and Helga LaRouche have 
championed for over 20 years.

Includes:

Introduction by Helga Zepp-LaRouche, "The New Silk Road 
Leads to the Future of Mankind!"

The metrics of progress, with emphasis on the scientific 
principles required for survival of mankind: nuclear power 
and desalination; the fusion power economy; solving the 
water crisis.

The three keystone nations: China, the core nation of the 
New Silk Road; Russia’s mission in North Central Eurasia and 
the Arctic; India prepares to take on its legacy of leadership.

Other regions: The potential contributions of Southwest, 
Central, and Southeast Asia, Australia, Europe, and Africa.


