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Will the CDC Make NYC the Smallpox Ground Zero?
James Lacey on the Dark Winter Exercise and the Government’s Refusal to Vaccinate the Public

Axis of Evil
he New York Times issued an intriguing frontpage dispatch yesterday on a defector’s claims
that Iran bombed the Jewish community center
in Buenos Aires in 1994 and then paid the Argentine
president, Carlos Menem, $10 million to hush it up.
Well, if the Iranians indeed paid Mr. Menem $10 million
to cover it up — and strenuous denials were issued yesterday by both the Iranian’s and Mr. Menem’s brother
Eduardo — it sure doesn’t look as if the mullahs got
their money’s worth. For Iranian involvement in the
bombing of the Asociación Mutual Israelita Argentina
has long been an open secret. A 1997 report by Sergio
Kiernan for the American Jewish Committee, for
instance, noted that “Argentine intelligence discovered
that the Iranian cultural affairs attaché, Monsher Rabbani, had been seen shopping for a van similar to the
one used in the bombing.” The 1997 American Jewish
Committee report also says that an Iranian embassy
employee “blamed Iranian diplomats for the AMIA
bombing, specifically naming Moshen Rabbani as the
organizer.” This is no doubt the same “Mohsen Rabbani” that the Times’s defector fingers as having led the
planning of the attack. Even the State Department’s
2001 “Patterns of Global Terrorism” report’s section on
the terrorist organization Hezbollah notes that the
group “attacked the Israeli Embassy in Argentina in
1992 and is a suspect in the 1994 bombing of the Israeli
cultural center in Buenos Aires,” and that it “receives
substantial amounts of financial, training, weapons,
explosives, political, diplomatic, and organizational aid
from Iran and received diplomatic, political, and logistical support from Syria.” It’s not surprising to see Iranian, Hezbollah or Syrian links to the Buenos Aires
attack, in which 86 people were killed. After all, Iran
has been found liable in American courts of other terrorist attacks, including the one that killed a New Jersey girl, Alisa Flatow. What is surprising is that there
are still those in the Bush administration advocating a
soft line against the Tehran regime, instead of robust
support for those who seek to replace it with a government less prone to the murder of Jews.
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Pander-monium
ess than a week after appearing before the Financial Control Board, Mayor Bloomberg seems to have
realized the depths of the city’s financial straits.
Perhaps it was the appearance of the president of the
United Federation of Teachers, Randi Weingarten, before
the control board as City Council Speaker Gifford Miller’s
invited representative. But far from his claim before the
control board that “you cannot just look at expense cuts,”
which seemed to be all but an announcement of coming
tax hikes, Mr. Bloomberg yesterday accused the City
Council of “pandering” to municipal unions, and warned
that “We’re going to have to find some ways to downsize.”
In any event, with school control behind him, it seems Mr.
Bloomberg is preparing for the cut-throat business of
labor negotiations, and he will have to challenge the city’s
largest — and perhaps its most powerful — municipal
employee union immediately, a negotiation that will set
the tone and the pattern for the deals to follow.
The contract District Council 37 signed with Mayor Giuliani last year — under which its members received raises
that nearly doubled the rate of inflation — expired last
month. The union also had a no-layoff agreement in this
contract and will fight hard to keep that and the same
rate of new money each year. Mr. Bloomberg has not
helped his bargaining position by pretending the situation was normal up until now. Rather, he has dug himself
a deep hole to crawl out of, as unions have no reason to
make concessions if it is clear the mayor would rather
raise taxes (“share the pain” is how labor leaders often
refer to such an action) than extract any real savings
through efficiency increases, reduced salaries, or layoffs
from the city’s workforce.
As our Benjamin Smith reports today on page one of
The New York Sun, $277 million of the $500 million listed in this year’s budget as productivity gains is in fact
simply the unions consenting to allow the city to spread
its cost of living adjustments to pensioners over 10
years, instead of five: a loan disguised as a gain. The
remaining $223 million is in the form of unspecified savings, which most observers took to mean restructuring
city employees’ health care benefits to require a co-payment under the basic plan, as state and federal employees, and most people in the private sector must do. To
date, this has not happened, nor has any of this money —
which is part of this year’s budget — been gained in any
other way. The irony in the co-payments proposal is that
the city and state’s public sector heavy and generally
inefficient medical system — which is largely government subsidized — creates inefficiencies the government then pays for in the form of monthly health insurance premiums for city employees.
Mr. Bloomberg seems to finally understand that the only
way to achieve productivity gains — without paying dearly
for them, as he did with the UFT — is to make clear that
the city’s economic situation is dire (which in fact it is)
and to threaten layoffs. The city cleared this year’s deficit
with loans, but will be scraping its credit ceiling next year,
meaning tough decisions will have to be made. The mayor's remark about pandering suggests that he is starting to
focus on the city’s financial future, but in passing a budget
before showing some backbone, the mayor has made his
bargaining situation that much more difficult, and the
decisions he must make that much tougher.
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ederal Government to New York
City — Drop Dead. A quarter of
a century ago the Daily News
created a sensation with a very
similar headline in reference to
President Ford’s refusal to make
good on the city’s runaway spending. To
give the statement literal meaning takes a
government bureaucracy. At least that is
what one could surmise from the government’s “plan” to protect us from smallpox.
The plan, as outlined by the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention, commonly known as the CDC, is based on the ring
method, which apparently worked well
when the World Health Organization was
wiping out the last vestiges of smallpox in
the natural world. It calls for an eight person team to swoop in and take charge as
soon as a case of smallpox is confirmed by
forming a double ring. The victim is quarantined, and everyone he was in contact
with is tracked down and vaccinated, and
the same for everyone they contacted.
But this method, which worked to eliminate the disease’s last natural appearances,
ignores the existence of people like those
who flew planes into the World Trade Center and have vowed to do worse the next
time around. If such persons can get their
hands on a vial of smallpox, no one doubts
that they will use it to smallpox Americans.
And who is to say they can’t get it? The
Soviet Union was producing weaponized
versions of the stuff by the ton for decades.
Has anyone accounted for it all?
If terrorists launch a biological attack,
there will not be tens of sick persons for the
CDC to isolate, but hundreds or even thousands. One committed terrorist, infected
with smallpox, could travel the city for days
infecting people before he became too sick
to continue. In weaponized form, smallpox
could be sprayed in a densely populated
and confined space like Madison Square
Garden to infect thousands in a single
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stroke. If several other cities came under
simultaneous attack, the result would be a
slaughter of unthinkable dimensions.
Smallpox is among the most feared
killers in history. Students of history know
that it was not Western armies that took
America from the Native Americans; by
some estimates smallpox killed off 95% of
the continent’s original inhabitants. When
smallpox was finally declared eradicated in
1980, it was cause for mass celebration.
Now that terrorists threaten to again
unleash one of humanity’s greatest
scourges, it is time for serious precautions.
America stopped mass vaccinations in
1972. Though studies are not conclusive,
the evidence indicates that the immunity
wanes over time and that few, if any, of
those vaccinated are immune now. Of
course, no one under age 30 has any protection at all. If smallpox is released in New
York today, historical death rates suggest
30% of those who contract it will die, and a
far higher percentage of the elderly and
children. The vast majority of the survivors
will be blinded or disfigured for life.
The CDC’s interim proposal, announced
in January, came under fire for not offering
the public vaccinations. But the organization announced last week that its final
report would give vaccinations only to
500,000 first responders, and would not be
available to the public. The reason, apparently, is that one or two out of every million
people who receive the vaccine will die
from it. But the CDC has used this statistic
to make a life or death decision for the
entire population.
A recent study by Edward H. Kaplan, a
public-health specialist of Yale, and MIT's
David L. Craft and Lawrence M. Wein, that
used the CDC’s numbers and extremely
optimistic transmission projection rates
still showed that the trace and vaccinate
method would have disastrous effects, calculating that a base group of 1,000 infec-

tions in a population of 10 million would
result in almost 400,000 cases with well
over 100,000 deaths. This assumes that all
the tracing teams and medical personnel
required will be in position when needed.
Even if the CDC realizes its error and
switches to mass vaccinations, the study
says that thousands will die.These numbers
go up exponentially if terrorists start off by
infecting large numbers of people.
The study was based on a purely mathematical model and took little account of
how the human dynamic might influence
the equation.
An epidemic might be more like the
Dark Winter exercise held in June 2001 by
the Center for Strategic and International
Studies, the Johns Hopkins Center for
Civilian Biodefense Studies, the ANSER
Institute for Homeland Security, and the
Oklahoma National Memorial Institute for
the Prevention of Terrorism. The war game
examined “the national security, intergovernmental, and information challenges of a
biological attack” on America. Participating were nine congressmen and a retired
general, John Tilelli.
In a fictional scenario, smallpox was
released in three malls in Georgia, Pennsylvania, and Oklahoma. Seven weeks later the number of smallpox cases was estimated at three million, with over a million
people already dead. World trade had
ceased, travel between countries was
stopped, our medical system had collapsed, and the president was being pressured to use nuclear options against terrorist states. Just reflect on the panic and
dislocation caused by less than a dozen
anthrax cases last year and you can get a
small glimpse of the chaos a smallpox epidemic could cause.
Within months there will be 285 million
doses of the vaccine available, enough for
everyone in America. The government
needs to offer every American the right

and opportunity to determine the protection they desire. The threat of terrorist
attack, the risk involved in vaccination, and
the potential cost of inaction need to be
clearly spelled out. Properly informed, people are smart enough to make the decisions
that will best protect themselves.
Experience with other diseases has
proven that if a portion of a population is
immunized, it dramatically slows the
transmission of a disease, an effect biologists call “community immunity.” Having
a significant portion of the population
immunized will greatly enhance our ability to react to a terrorist strike. If even
15% of Americans opted to take the vaccine, it would mean 40 million fewer people to be vaccinated in a crisis and greatly reduce the number of people likely to
panic. Giving people a choice to take the
vaccine now will also allow health professionals to carefully screen people who are
pregnant, have compromised immune systems, or other medical complications.
This would significantly lower the number of people who suffer complications
from the vaccination.
A November Associated Press poll indicated that three out of every five Americans would take the vaccine even when
advised of the potential health risk and
that over half the population was concerned that terrorists would use smallpox
against America. It is unconscionable that a
government bureaucracy has reserved for
itself the power to make life and death
decisions for everyone, without so much as
a review from our elected representatives.
If the CDC has guessed wrong, they may
have condemned millions of Americans to
death — with New York again being a likely
ground zero.
Mr. Lacey’s column appears every other
Tuesday.
His
e-mail
address
is
jimlacey2@comcast.net.

Why NATO’s 10 New Eastern European Applicants Respect American Freedoms
Ellen Bork on How the Cold War Kept These Nations From Joining Western Europe’s at ‘The End of History’
n event of tremendous importance to
America took place
recently at a low-key
gathering at Riga, Latvia. On
July 5 and 6, 10 countries —
Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania,
Romania, Bulgaria, Macedonia,
Albania, Slovenia, Croatia, and
Slovakia gathered to continue
their quest to join the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization.
One after the other, presidents,
prime ministers, and foreign ministers from former Soviet bloc
countries rose to express their
desire to shoulder the burdens
and share the benefits of NATO
membership.The event continued
NATO’s transition from a collective security organization dedicated to repelling the Soviet
Union to an alliance capable of
absorbing new members and
embracing new missions. Just as
important, at a time when
Europe’s loudest voices seem hostile to America, these leaders did
not hesitate to align themselves
with America.
By any measure, this second
round of NATO enlargement will
transform the alliance. These
NATO hopefuls, along with
1999’s entrants — Hungary,
Poland, and the Czech Republic
— have an enthusiasm for the
alliance some longstanding
members lack. “Older allies are
staring at their belly buttons.
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They’re occupied with building
Europe,” says one NATO official
about the ambitious plans for
enlarging the European Union.
“NATO isn’t a young and sexy
issue anymore. Building the E.U.
and a European defense capability are,” says the official, referring
to Europe’s effort to put together
a military force separate from the
Atlantic alliance.
NATO hopefuls are putting
their money where their mouths
are, committing to serious
defense expenditures for the next
several years while Germany,
NATO’s largest economy except
America, recently cut defense
spending.True, the aspiring members are starting from a lower
base, but they are also poorer and
smaller countries, with many other claims on their resources.Their
political will — if sustained —
would make a meaningful contribution to the alliance’s capabilities. At the same time, they recognize that they can contribute
effectively by developing niche
capabilities such as sea diving
and mine clearance units.
These countries, however, will
make much more important contributions than such specialized
operations, useful as these may
be. They offer a vital infusion of
idealism, honed over decades of
repression. They are grateful to
America for defeating the Soviet
Union and parting the Iron Cur-

tain. New and aspiring NATO
members “know how difficult it is
to fight for freedom,” says Bronislaw Geremek, a Pole who has
been both a dissident and a foreign minister. “Politics means for
our countries also an attachment
to fundamental values. Americans
understand this.” This affinity
with America gives the alliance’s
newest members an opportunity
to shape the alliance just as it is
embarking on a historic transformation from its Cold War orientation to the new world of terrorism
and other threats that extend
beyond Europe. “The U.S. can be
sure to have in this alliance large
and deep support for … a global
alliance,” says Mr. Geremek.
Such attitudes show how misleading it has been during recent
transatlantic tensions over the
war on terror to speak of
“Europe” in monolithic terms.
Even as they seek to join NATO
and the E.U., central and eastern
Europeans know they are still set
apart from their western cousins.
The “end of history” — the name
Francis Fukayama has given the
evolved condition that the West is
supposed to have reached in
which threats have disappeared
— is late arriving in many parts of
the continent. “There is still a
part of Europe that is stuck in
‘history’ and loves the U.S.,” says
Gary Schmitt of the Project for
the New American Century.

The solidarity of younger
NATO members with America
may change the terms of debate
over other transatlantic issues as
well. They may, for example, be
sympathetic to the American
position on the International
Criminal Court. A Latvian diplomat says he asks his fellow Europeans if something terrible happens in his region, “Who do you
think is going to come over here
to take care of it? Some judges
with wigs and long black robes”
from the Hague? “No, it’s going to
be Americans with dusty boots.”
And then there is Israel, currently the object of the wrath of
post-historical Europe. Israel sent
observers to Riga, and is developing close diplomatic ties with several of the aspiring NATO countries. These countries know that
redressing their treatment of
Jews during World War II is crucial to their admission to the
alliance. Their meeting was
scheduled to coincide with
Latvia’s Holocaust Remembrance
Day, which falls on the anniversary of a Nazi massacre of Jews in
a Riga synagogue on July 4, 1941.
The 10 NATO hopefuls who
gathered in Riga know they have
hurdles to clear before joining
the alliance. The best guess
among alliance experts is that
seven of the 10 will receive the
coveted invitations. Those who
are not invited will be encour-

aged to continue their efforts.
Those who get in will still have up
to two years of work to do while
their membership is approved by
alliance legislatures — including
the Senate. Beyond that, there is
still more work to do; the focus of
the democratic alliance will move
beyond Central and Eastern
Europe, to areas like the Caucasus and Central Asia, which pose
much greater challenges.
For now, though, there is work
to be done and progress to be
made. Bridging the gap between
America and Europe will be one
of the benefits. As the Riga meeting concluded, a reporter from
France’s left-leaning Le Monde
inquired about any qualms the
assembled representatives of the
10 NATO hopefuls had about joining an organization that was
becoming “more and more an
American-led political alliance.”
The Latvian prime minister —
who has not yet spent as much
time with the NATO press corps
as he hopes to one day — hesitated, perhaps puzzled, before
answering. But then he spoke of a
new balance within an expanded
alliance and noted America’s support for democratic values and
human rights. “This,” he said, “is
a good thing.”
Ms. Bork, a contributing editor of
The New York Sun, writes from
Brussels.

The Women’s Rights Movement Ain’t What It Used To Be — Or What It Ought To Be
Our Columnist on the Women’s Human Rights Treaty and Other Radical Feminist Abominations
hen the rumors for liberal causes disguised as
started flying that “rights issues,” but are we really
the
Bloomberg that naive? Apparently. We’re one
of the few states to call for the
administration
ratification of the internawas considering Donna
tional Women’s Human
Shalala as the mayor’s
Rights Treaty, an abominew chancellor of educanation that has been floattion, e-mails started pouring around since it was
ing in to me. “Are they
first adopted by the Unitkidding? She’s a radical
ed Nations in 1979. Now
feminist and we don’t
there is a renewed push
need any more of them in
for ratification by the SenNew York City.” The eate and the spin machine
mail linked to a National
ALICIA
is whirring again.
Review Online article by
COLON
Ann Lewis, a former
Stanley Kurtz that was
member of the Clinton
critical of Ms. Shalala’s
“pro-androgyny feminist agen- administration, said to John Gibda.” In his article, Mr. Kurtz also son on his Fox News afternoon
suggested that the Girl Power program, “The treaty is abortion
program that Ms. Shalala started neutral.” You will hear this denial
while serving as Health and often from treaty advocates but
Human Services secretary was they’re fudging. Article 16 of the
merely a cover for feminist social proposed treaty requires steps to
ensure that all women have the
engineering. Ouch!
The main focus of women’s right to decide freely and responrights has strayed far beyond sibly on the number and spacing
what we originally fought for in of children and the “means to
the 1960s. You cannot be a card- enable them to exercise these
carrying feminist today without rights.” These words are a eupheadvocating reproductive choice, mism for birth control and abortion.
To many Americans these
homosexual rights, and gun control legislation. According to one demands may sound reasonable,
feminist lexicon, “Radical femi- but why a treaty? How involved
nism questions why women must should we be in the social fabric
adopt certain roles based on their of other nations? What are the
biology, just as it questions why ramifications if violations of the
men adopt certain other roles articles of the treaty occur? Don’t
based on theirs.” It is a movement we have enough entangling globintent on social change of rather al alliances? Why isn’t a general
revolutionary proportions, and administrative policy enough?
global abortion rights are a signif- Did anybody read the details of
the treaty before voting for it?
icant part of its agenda.
We New Yorkers are supposed
Judging by voting records, New
Yorkers have always been suckers to be so sophisticated, but when it

W

comes to politically correct
“women’s” issues, we turn in our
thinking caps and act like we’re
under a spell. According to another of my e-mail correspondents,
that might not be as ridiculous as
it sounds.
In June, Rosie O’Donnell was a
guest speaker at the fourth annual Wise Women Weekend sponsored by an organization called
CenterPeace. Her subject was
“What defines a family.” The correspondent claims that the term
Wise Women is a synonym for
women who practice Wicca or
Witchcraft. Is there, she wondered, a link between paganism
and lesbianism?
In these difficult times of
stress, it’s understandable that
many women would be attracted
to events like the CenterPeace
weekend to alleviate the stress in
their lives, but they should be
mindful of attempts to turn these
workshops into some form of worship. Radical feminism rejects
Judeo-Christian scriptures, claiming they are patriarchal tools that
historically subjugated women.
In the last few decades, Wicca has
spread in part because of its popularity among feminists and others seeking a more woman-positive, earth-based religion. Part of
this practice is the worship of
woman as goddess.
Perhaps that is why there are
so many Amazon-like characters
(Lara Croft, Xena, Dark Angel,
Charlie’s Angels, and so on) dominating today’s television shows
and films. All these fictional heroines kick serious male you-know-

what but one has to wonder who,
other than adolescents, takes this
seriously. “I am woman, hear me
roar,” but few of us are physically
stronger than men, so why this
myth-spawning propaganda? I
am the mother of three tall and
strong women, but when I require
heavy lifting around the house, I
call on my three sons for help.
Real women grounded in reality have no interest in viewing
über-mensch wannabees. The
women-only cable stations concentrate their programs and films
on either the empowerment of
women or their negative relations
with men. The radical feminist
point of view seems to be dictating how women are portrayed in
our entertainment while the
organizations that do reflect our
interests, like Concerned Women
For America, receive little support from the media.
The radicals believe that world
peace can only be achieved
through women combining their
powers to rule the world and this
means having control over their
bodies. Marriage and childbirth
do not rank very high on their list
of priorities and in this feminist
quest to attain equity with men,
our most formidable attribute has
been belittled.
No longer does the hand that
rocks the cradle rule the world.
The sacred cow of choice has in
fact dwindled the numbers of cradle inhabitants to such an extent
that many developed countries
need immigration to maintain
population levels. Modern woman
has blundered badly. Yet here in

New York, we continue to elect
women from militant feminist
backgrounds once they’ve toned
down their rhetoric.
We are not goddesses or superhuman and it’s folly to pretend we
are. We are flesh and blood and
have within us the remarkable
power and awesome responsibility to nurture and build future
generations.
We are, believe it or not, so very
much more than myth.
Ms. Colon’s column appears
weekly. Her e-mail address is
acolon@nysun.com.
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