NATURAL  CANCER  THERAPY

Q. My doctor tells me that chemotherapy and radiation are necessary to get me well from cancer but I've seen a lot of my friends get very sick and die with this treatment and I'm concerned. Will this treatment really make me well?
A. Chemotherapy and radiation do not make the body well. They destroy, they do not heal. The hope of the doctor is that the cancer will be destroyed without destroying the entire patient. These therapies do kill cancer cells, but they kill a lot of good cells too including the cells of the immune system, the very system that one NEEDS to get well. If a cancer patient survives the treatment with enough immune system left intact, the patient may get well. How much better it is to nourish the immune system directly by the use of natural therapies to assist it in getting you well instead of destroying it by the use of these therapies. Then the immune system itself can kill the cancer cells without any side effects and heal your body at the same time.

Somewhere around 1,400 people are dying (in reality murdered through willfull criminal negligence) of cancer every day. During the Senate hearings on diet and cancer, it was determined that the dietary factors responsible are principally meat and fat intake. Dr.Mark Hegstead, a nutritional scientist from Harvard University, was called in by the Federal Trade Commission to determine whether the same diets that caused heart disease also caused cancer. He testified that the same diet is "now found guilty in terms of many forms of cancer: prostate cancer, cervical cancer, breast cancer, cancer of the colon, and others..." In light of these developments, the meat, egg and dairy industries have joined hands with the tobacco industry to do whatever they can to confuse the issue and make the public think "anything can cause cancer". 

In the 1970's a number of studies were published in the Journal of the National Cancer Institute which indicated a direct relationship between meat consumption and cancer of the colon. The meat industry countered by claiming that the people were genetically predisposed to get colon cancer. Studies were undertaken by the National Cancer Institute where people that did not eat meat and did not have colon cancer were brought to the United States and fed the standard American diet. They got colon cancer. The meat industry then countered with the comment that anything in the diet could be responsible. Other studies were then undertaken at NCI that correlated colon cancer rates with intake patterns for no less than 119 specific foods. Of all the foods tested, meat was most strongly associated with colon cancer. Dr Berg, who headed the NCI study, said "risks of beef, pork, and chicken all rose with frequency of use, and the composite picture suggests an underlying dose-response relationship. [1] 
When it was found that high blood cholesterol causes heart disease, there was a rush to find ways to lower it. When it was discovered that the intake of polyunsaturated fats could accomplish this, many felt that the answer was to replace the intake of saturated fats with polyunsaturated fats. However, what they did not realize is that polyunsaturated fats lower the level of cholesterol in the blood by driving it out of the blood and into the colon. [
Common Virus May Play Role In Breast Cancer 

A common virus may play a role in the development of breast cancer. In a new study, the Epstein-Barr virus, which causes “the kissing disease” mononucleosis, was detected in about half of breast-tumor tissues studied. The virus, which at one time or another infects 90 percent of the world’s population, was associated with a more aggressive form of the disease. The link between viruses and a variety of cancers has intrigued the scientific community for years. Epstein-Barr virus has already been implicated in lymphoma, stomach tumors and nose and throat cancer. And just last week, U.S. researchers reported that the human mammary tumor virus was found in more than 85 percent of women with breast cancer. EBV is possibly allowing cells to multiply when they wouldn’t be. In the case of breast cancer, Epstein-Barr virus probably packs a punch to cells that have already turned precancerous due to genetic damage or long-term exposure to environmental carcinogens.

COMMENTS: This is a good follow up to the above article. I suspect that there is some truth to the researchers observation, and EBV may have a role in breast cancer. However, EBV is NOT the cause. There is no question in my mind that the cause of breast cancer is exposure to pesticides and high estrogen levels. Clearly, there are other factors, such as inability to cope with stress, emotional traumas, poor diet and exposure to heavy metals, like mercury. Mercury in the body can impair the immune system and cause a variety of different infections to manifest. That is one of the reasons why it is important to have an optimized mercury detoxification program. What is really amusing is that these investigators believe that they will be able to “cure” breast cancer with a vaccine to EBV. Don’t hold your breath on this one, as without question that strategy will backfire profoundly. A vaccine will in no way protect against the cancer. The reality is that it is likely to tremendously increase one’s risk of cancer. 

