CZAR JOHN HOLDREN AND NEW BORN BABIES

(And legal Rights for Trees.)

Donald R. Fox

Don’t we live in very strange times? No, not strange times, but crazy times and lacking any common sense.  Briefly, let us note some of the radical teachings and beliefs of John Holdren.  Mr. Holdren is the Science Czar appointed by President Obama.  What in the world are these czar’s anyway?  Where do they fit in our normal way of government?    

A FEW RADICAL THINGS THIS SCIENCE CZAR BELIEVES IN

“John Holdren, the Science Czar chosen by pro-abortion President Barack Obama, has already come under criticism for backing population control and forced abortions. Now, new information is appearing showing Holdren didn't believe that newborn infants are fully human.”

“In another manuscript, Holdren also says a newborn child “will ultimately develop into a human being” if properly fed and socialized.”
“The fetus, given the opportunity to develop properly before birth, and given the essential early socializing experiences and sufficient nourishing food during the crucial early years after birth, will ultimately develop into a human being, Holdren wrote.”
"To a biologist the question of when life begins for a human child is almost meaningless," Holdren argues. "To most biologists, an embryo (unborn child during the first two or three months of development) or a fetus is no more a complete human being than a blueprint is a building."
"The fetus, given the opportunity to develop properly before birth, and given the essential early socializing experiences and sufficient nourishing food during the crucial early years after birth, will ultimately develop into a human being. Where any of these essential elements is lacking, the resultant individual will be deficient in some respect.” (All quotations extracted from article entitled “Obama Science Advisor John Holdren Also Said Newborn Baby Not Full Human” by Steven Ertelt, LifeNews.com Editor, July 29, 2009)

TREES ARE MORE IMPORTANT TO CZAR HOLDREN THAN BABIES

“Since the 1970s, some radical environmentalists have argued that trees have legal rights and should be allowed to go to court to protect those rights.” 
“The idea has been endorsed by John P. Holdren, the man who now advises President Barack Obama on science and technology issues.” 

“Giving “natural objects” -- like trees -- standing to sue in a court of law would have a “most salubrious” effect on the environment, Holdren wrote the 1970s. 

“One change in (legal) notions that would have a most salubrious effect on the quality of the environment has been proposed by law professor Christopher D. Stone in his celebrated monograph, ‘Should Trees Have Standing?’” Holdren said in a 1977 book that he co-wrote with Paul R. Ehrlich and Anne H. Ehrlich. 

“In that tightly reasoned essay, Stone points out the obvious advantages of giving natural objects standing, just as such inanimate objects as corporations, trusts, and ships are now held to have legal rights and duties,” (All quotations extracted from article entitled “In the 70s, Obama's Science Adviser Endorsed Giving Trees Legal Standing to Sue in Court” By Christopher Neefus, dated 30 July 2009, CNSNews.com)
“Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceits, after the tradition of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not after Christ:”(Colossians 2:8)(KJV)

“Deceit is in the heart of them that imagine evil:” (Proverbs 12:20)(KJV)

“Be not deceived; God is not mocked: for whatsoever a man soweth, that shall he also reap.” (Galatians 6:7)(KJV)
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