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 www.holyhealthy.
com has been inter-
rupted and taken 
down deliberately in 
Dece mber  2006 . 
What happened to 
Freedom of Speech? 
If you want a dvd of 
the site, please email 
danah@jrgenius.com 
o r  c a l l  4 1 6 - 4 1 9 - 9 0 2 3 .  
330 DVD's of holyhealthy.com were dis-
tributed to Catholic high school students 
in York Region in Nov. 2006.  

The teenagers must expose the horrific 
corruption that OECTA and the York 
Catholic District School Board keep con-
cealing, to protect their Demonic, Decep-
tive, Dangerous, New World Order, 
House of Cards-School system.  
Detailed lists of "who knows what" about 
the NEW WORLD ORDER, MIND 
CONTROL, RITUAL ABUSE, and the 
truth about what really is going on in the 
MATRIX that we all live in, are found on 
www.holyhealthy.com. If we stop running 
and take back our country, then we have a 

fighting chance of survival and peace on 
our planet. WAKE UP! 

If we continue to keep our heads in the 
sand, then prepare for Armageddon.  

SPEAK UP AND LET THE TRUTH 
SET US FREE. We must choose the 
Aquarian Age of Freedom, Peace, Love 
and Integrity.  

Most of us don’t believe that we have the 
power to make a difference. WE DO! WE 
M U S T !  N O W !  
York Catholic Board and OECTA will not 
do anything to expose the dangerous sup-
pression that they have been concealing 
since at least 2003. 

 The York Catholic Board's response to 
the Holyhealthy.com DVD's (after they 

were left for students on the morning of 
Nov 23,2006) was an express mailed letter 
warning me about trespassing on York 
Catholic school property.  

There was no mention of the 330 holy-
healthy.com dvd's that were left on 11 
York Catholic High school properties and 
distributed to Catholic students off the prop-
erty.  

Nor was there mention of the many flyers 
that were posted about the DANGEROUS 
SUPPRESSION that holyhealthy.com ex-
poses.  

2007 is a make or break year.  
Either we wake up and take our free-

doms back or allow these CRIMINALS 
to complete the New World Order 

DEATH Agenda!  
Urgently and Sincerely 
Dana Horochowski  
President of Jr Genius Educational Ser-

vices Inc.; 416-419-9023; 1866-9-WAY-
TO- A; 1866-992-9862; danah@jrgenius.
com ;  www.j rgenius.com; www.
h o l y h e a l t h y . c o m ;  w w w .
canadastreetnews.com 

 

The Big 
Question: How quickly are animals and 
plants disappearing, and does it matter? 

By Steve Connor, Science Editor 
Why are we asking this question now? 
As 2006 drew to a close, the polar bear was 

about to be classified as a threatened species 
by the United States Government. Melting 
Arctic sea ice could significantly reduce num-
bers of the world's largest terrestrial carnivore 
over the next 50 years. And, just before 
Christmas, a 38-day search for the Yangtze 
River dolphin ended without finding a single 
member of the species. It is feared that the 
aquatic mammal may be the latest in a long 
line of extinct animals. 

Extinction is as old as life on Earth - about 
3.5 billion years - but scientists calculate that 
we are losing species at a rate of somewhere 
between 1,000 and 10,000 times higher than 
the natural "background" rate of extinction. 
This means that technically we are going 
through a period of "mass extinction", the 
sixth that we know about over the hundreds of 
millions of years of the fossil record. But 
unlike the previous five mass extinctions, this 
one is largely caused by the actions of a single 
species - Homo sapiens. 

How many species have gone extinct in the 
past 100 years? 

This is a notoriously difficult question to 
answer, due in part to the difficulty in re-
cording the declining populations of a particu-
lar animal or plant, and in part to the technical 
definition of an extinction. Experts estimate 
there are 15,589 species threatened with ex-
tinction. But a species is only accepted to have 
become extinct if exhaustive surveys in its 
known habitat range have failed to find any 
record of the individual. 

So even if scientists strongly suspect that an 
animal has gone extinct it cannot be defined as 

e x -
tinct until some time has elapsed since an indi-
vidual was last observed - which can mean 30 
or 50 years for some species. 

The decline and eventual extinction of an 
animal or plant may take many decades or 
even centuries and the final stages are seldom 
observed. This make it difficult to decide 
when something has completely died out. 

Conservationists calculate that since 1500 
there have been more than 800 recorded ex-
tinctions. However, the true number of extinc-
tions is likely to be much larger because of 
what is known about the rate at which habitats 
are being lost or broken up. 

What groups of animals or plants are at the 
highest risk? 

In general, the more we know about a par-
ticular group of species, the more we realise 
that they are at risk. One in four mammals and 
one in every eight birds is threatened. Half of 
all tortoises and freshwater turtles are simi-
larly endangered. 

Amphibians - frogs, toads, newts and sala-
manders - are perhaps the largest group of ani-
mals at serious risk. 

About one in three species of amphibians are 
seriously endangered in some way or other 
and more than 120 species are thought to have 
died out over the past 25 years. 

Amphibian specialists believe that a combi-
nation of factors may be involved, such as 
habitat loss and the spread of a deadly fungus, 
aided by the human trade in an African toad, a 
known carrier of the disease. 

Up to 2,000 species of amphibians - the first 
vertebrates to conquer the land - are classified 
as endangered. The group is thought to be par-
ticularly vulnerable because their life cycles 
generally depend on two habitats, terrestrial 
and aquatic, for survival. 

How many species are still alive? 
Again, this is another notoriously difficult 

question. About 1.5 million animals and 
plants have been identified and formally or 

informally named. However, the true num-
ber of species alive today is likely to fall 
within the range of between five million and 
15 million, although some scientists suggest 
even higher numbers - perhaps 30 million spe-
cies in total. 

According to studies of the fossil record, 
which gives a good indication of the diversity 
of life on Earth over the past 600 million 
years, only between about 2 and 4 per cent of 
the species that have ever lived are believed to 
survive today - the disappearances of the ear-
lier species occurred long before the arrival of 
the first humans some two million years ago. 

Do species have a natural 'lifetime'? 
Some species are better than others at sur-

viving for long periods of time. Some adapt to 
changing environmental conditions and evolve 
into new species. 

Most species eventually become extinct. 
Animals without backbones, the invertebrates, 
have an average evolutionary "lifetime" of 
five to 10 million years. Mammals, on the 
other hand, are thought to have a lifetime of 
one or two million years. 

However, scientists say that the current life-
times of some birds and mammals are much 
shorter than natural lifetimes based on the fos-
sil record. One scientist calculated that the 
lifetime of a typical bird or mammal species is 
now about 10,000 years - significantly shorter 
than the natural average lifetime. 

What caused the previous mass extinctions? 
We know about the previous five mass ex-

tinctions from the fossil record. Studies of the 
number of marine families over the past 600 
million years show five points in time when 
large numbers of species disappeared abruptly. 

The last was 65 million years ago, in which 
the dinosaurs became extinct, and is thought to 
have resulted from an asteroid hitting the 
Earth and causing a dramatic change in the 
climate. In fact all previous mass extinctions 
are thought to have been caused by some 
large-scale geo-physical process, such as su-

pervolcanic eruptions or the sudden release of 
vast quantities of greenhouse gases from the 
seabed. 

The biggest mass extinction of all occurred 
some 251 million year ago, when about 90 per 
cent of marine life and 70 per cent of land spe-
cies vanished. One theory is that something 
happened to the Earth's atmosphere at the end 
of the Permian period, robbing it of vital oxy-
gen. 

It has happened before, so why worry? 
There are several reasons we should be con-

cerned. The first is that in the past it has taken 
life on Earth between 10 million and 100 mil-
lion years to recover from a mass extinction. 
The second is that for all our technology, we 
still rely on the delicate ecological balance of 
the natural world for our survival. The Earth's 
biodiversity provides us with clean air, drink-
ing water, food and even new drugs - upset-
ting it too much could cause the collapse of 
this vital life-support system. 

The third reason is philosophical. If we con-
serve works of art, why should we not also 
conserve nature? The extinction of a humble 
beetle is no less important than the wilful de-
struction of a Rembrandt or a Picasso? 

Should we be concerned about the rapid ex-
tinction of the Earth's species? 

Yes... 
* Life is a delicate web of inter-related spe-

cies: destroy too many and the entire fabric 
can come apart 

* The natural world is the planet's only life-
support system, and if we lose that we lose our 
own lives as well 

* Protecting biodiversity is the moral 
equivalent to preserving human culture for 
future generations - it is not ours to destroy 

No... 
* There are millions of species on Earth and 

the loss of a few won't matter too much 
* Life has bounced back in the past when 

there have been similar mass extinctions 
* We can live in a world of fewer species, 

provided we keep the ones that matter to us 
. 

Dangerous Suppression! 
Education System Is Lying! 

Website Taken Down Repeatedly 

Wave 
after wave of child abuse reports pour for-
ward from all over the globe 

Steve Watson Infowars.net 
The UN is to investigate itself again after it 

was revealed by the London Telegraph today 
that more than twenty different cases of child 
sex slavery involving UN staff have been re-
ported in southern Sudan. 

The Telegraph reports that it has learned of 
dozens of victims’ accounts claiming that 
some peacekeeping and civilian staff based in 

t h e 
town are regularly picking 

up young children in their UN vehicles and 
forcing them to have sex. The Telegraph 
states that it is thought that hundreds of chil-
dren may have been abused. 

The UN has up to 10,000 military personnel 
in the region, of all nationalities and the alle-
gations involve peacekeepers, military police 
and civilian staff. 

The Telegraph also states that the Sudanese 
government, which is deeply opposed to the 
deployment of UN troops to Darfur, has evi-
dence of child sex slavery, in-

cluding video footage of Bangladeshi UN 
workers allegedly having sex with three 
young girls. 

Stating that such events are ultimately the 
work of "a few bad apples", a UN spokesper-
son promised that they will be thoroughly in-
vestigated. Over the past few years, however, 
there seems to have been a hell of a lot of rot-
ting fruit in the UN barrel. 

Last November a BBC Investigation found 
that children as young as 11 have been sub-
jected to rape and prostitution by United Na-
tions peacekeepers in Haiti and Liberia. A 
previous BBC investigation in Liberia discov-
ered systematic abuse, involving food being 
given out to teenage refugees in return for sex. 

In both instances the UN 

promised to investigate. In 2003 the AP re-
ported that UN officials were identified as 
using a ship charted for 'peacekeepers' to traf-
fick young girls from Thailand to East Timor 
as prostitutes. 

In the same year it was also revealed that 
UN staff were guilty of raping women on a 
systematic scale in Sierra Leone. 

In early 2002 a massive pedophilia scandal 
within the UN was uncovered involving sex-
ual abuse against West African refugee chil-
dren in Sierra Leone, Liberia and Guinea. UPI 
reported that Senior U.N. officials knew of the 
widespread pedophilia and not only did they 
not take action against the perpetrators, they 
covered up the atrocities. 

 
Following information printed in Toronto 

Street News on how a U.S. /Israeli bull-
dozer ran over and killed Rachel Corrie 
who was protecting Palestinian homes — 
Toronto Street News was harassed and lied 
to. 

Lies about Corrie being ‘used’ by terror-
ists was the excuse. Today, facts regarding 
the play ‘Corrie’ are also suppressed. 

Unfortunately, we have to warn budding 
journalists that it is not appropriate to 
write about news stories unless they are 
vetted by the Bluma Appels of Canada or 
else you will be fired from your job. 

'Corrie' canceled in Canada 
Play has potential to offend Jewish commu-

nity 
By RICHARD OUZOUNIAN 

I t ' s 
curtains for "My 
Name Is Rachel Corrie" in Canada. 

CanStage, the country's largest not-for-
profit theater, has changed its opinion and 
decided not to present the show as part of its 
2007-2008 season. 

Play, about the 23-year-old American activ-
ist who died under the wheels of an Israeli 
bulldozer in 2003, was originally produced at 
London's Royal Court Theatre in 2005. 

When James Nicola programmed it this year 
for the N.Y. Theatre Workshop, pressure from 
Jewish board members caused him to cancel 

t h e 

show. It 
was eventually produced Off-Broadway, 
where it ran from Oct. 15 to Dec. 17. 

"It didn't seem as powerful on the stage as it 
did on the page," said artistic producer Martin 
Bragg after seeing the production at Gotham's 
Minetta Lane Theater. 

But in a situation eerily similar to the one 
that faced Nicola, it appears that pressure has 
been brought upon Bragg from some of his 
board members not to alienate the Toronto 
Jewish community. 

Jack Rose, from the CanStage board -- 

while admitting he has neither read nor seen 
the script -- said that "my view was it would 

provoke a negative reaction in the Jewish 
community." 
And philanthropist Bluma Appel, after 

whom CanStage's flagship theater is named, 
concurred. "I told them I would react very 
badly to a play that was offensive to Jews." 

Bragg denies he was lobbied by the board in 
any way and insisted that "I pick the plays. 
No one on our board has ever told me what 
we can and can't do." 

CanStage posted a $700,000 loss last season 
and is currently facing a struggle after produc-
ing 10 plays in 2006, none of which met with 
critical or audience approval. 
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