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Dr. Anthony Fauci, “America’s chief infectious disease expert,” at White House COVID-19 briefing 
 

Regarding the 2001 Anthrax Attacks, the first and considered the worst act 
of bioterrorism in U.S. history, two things can with some confidence be said: 1.) 
The attacks – the majority of the deaths from which were people of color - 
originated from within the U.S. bioweapons infrastructure and 2.) the attacks 
were a boon to and produced a much-desired financial windfall which benefitted 
Dr. Anthony Fauci, a leading member of the U.S. bioweapons infrastructure.   

Coming only a month after the 9/11 attacks that were still psychologically 
terrorizing the country, the Anthrax Attacks were immediately assumed to be the 
work of foreign Muslim terrorists. And then, the F.B.I. investigators received the 
startling DNA analysis of the spores of the “attack anthrax” and were immediately 

forced to rule out Muslim terrorists and 
in fact rule out everyone outside of a 
very tiny community – the elite U.S. 
biodefense community. The “attack 
anthrax” turned out to be a special 
military research strain. As the Los 
Angeles Times reported: “After a 
seven-year investigation by the FBI, the 
source of the deadly anthrax strain has 
been identified--our own biodefense 
program at Ft. Detrick.”1 The spores 

 
1 Wendy Orent, “Our own worst bioenemy,” Los Angeles Times August 13, 2008.  
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bore the genetic fingerprint and the chemical signatures of the “Ames” strain of 
anthrax that was regulated by the U.S. Army Medical Research Institute of 
Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID) at Fort Detrick, Md., and used in the U.S. 
biodefense program. The anthrax was weapons grade - it was refined to its most 
lethal particle size of one to three microns -  and it had astonishing purity: the 
powder was concentrated to a trillion spores per gram. It appears that the attack 
anthrax may have been produced at Dugway Proving Ground, the U.S. Army’s 
chemical and biological facility in Utah, and was stored by and in the USAMRIID 
lab, the U.S.’s main bioweapons research facility, where the putative 
“bioterrorist” procured it. During the course of the FBI’s very reluctant 
investigation dozens of current and former infectious disease researchers at Fort 
Detrick were interviewed; more than 100 employees at Dugway Proving Ground 
were questioned.2  

Dozens of U.S. biological warfare scientists were investigated by the F.B.I. 
Thanks to critical investigative assistance from molecular biologist Barbara 
Hatch Rosenberg, one of the world’s leading experts on biological weapons,  and 
Professor Don Foster of Vassar College who did forensic linguistics for the FBI, 
the F.B.I. knew who they were looking for: the primary suspect was a middle-aged 
white man who was a senior scientist at the U.S. Army Medical Research Institute 
of Infectious Diseases, at Fort Detrick, and had links to sophisticated government 
biodefense programs. The suspect was skilled in the arcane knowledge of the 
technique of weaponizing anthrax. He was an American bioweapons insider so 
well placed that he seemed to have information sufficiently damaging to the U.S. 
to make him untouchable by the F.B.I. He had high-ranking military and 
intelligence connections, including CIA connections.3  

The F.B.I. closed the case in 2008 identifying the “lone” perpetrator of the 
anthrax attacks as Bruce Ivins, a senior bio-defense researcher at the U.S. Army 
Medical Research Institute of Infectious Diseases lab, Fort Detrick.4 However, the 
evidence was persuasive that Ivins could not have executed the attacks alone and 
he could not have been the most senior member of the presumed group. The 
“message” in the sophisticated anthrax strain itself was that Irvin was not its 

 
2 “Anthrax killer ‘is US defense insider,” BBC News August 18, 2002; Don Foster, “The Message 
in the Anthrax,” Vanity Fair October 2003: 180-200; Martin E. Hugh-Jones, Barbara Hatch 
Rosenberg and Stuart Jacobsen, “Evidence for the Source of the 2001 Attack Anthrax,” Journal 
of Bioterrorism & Biodefense S3 (2012): 1-9; idem, “The 2001 Attack Anthrax: Key 
Observations,” Journal of Bioterrorism & Biodefense S3 (2011): 1-10; Eileen Choffnes, 
“Bioweapons: New Labs, More Terror?” Bulletin of Atomic Sciences September/December 
2002 
3 Nicholas Lemann, “The Anthrax Culprit,” The New Yorker March 11, 2002; David Adam, 
“Anthrax evidence implies US culprit,” Nature 414 (December 6, 2001): 570;  
4 Carrie Johnson, Del Quentin Wilber, and Dan Eggen, “Government Asserts Ivins Acted Alone,” 
Washington Post August 7, 2008.  
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producer.5 Senate Judiciary Committee Chairman at the time and one of the 
targets of the anthrax attack, Vermont Democrat Patrick Leahy, put it to F.B.I. 
Director Robert Mueller like this: “If he [Ivins] was the one who sent the letter, I 
do not believe in any way, shape of manner that he is the only person involved in 
this attack on Congress or the American people. I believe there are others out 
there. I believe there are others who can be charged with murder.”6   

The government’s response to this inside bioterrorist attack was nothing 
short of racist – even complicit -  as it responded immediately and aggressively 
toward the threat posed to the mostly white Senate staffers in Washington D.C. 
and media personalities in New York, but callously toward the working-class 
mostly Black postal workers in D.C. and in New Jersey. When anthrax was found 
on Capitol Hill, the Hill was closed down immediately. Fifty Senator aides were 
placed on prophylactic antibiotics to keep them from getting ill; hundreds of 
workers or visitors to the building were given nasal swabs to determine if they 
were exposed; even police dogs at the Capitol were tested for anthrax exposure. 
Meanwhile, knowing that the anthrax-laced letter to Senator Tom Daschle was 
processed through the Brentwood mail center as well as the Trenton, New Jersey 
facility, authorities allowed the facilities to remain open for almost another week, 
prolonging exposure by their mostly Black employees. The employees were 
misled about their risks. It was known that the mail-sorting equipment used at 
these facilities agitated the powdered anthrax inside the envelopes and the 
blowers used to clear the machines could spread the anthrax spores, though 
authorities told the workers they were not at risk. The CDC instructed U.S. Postal 
officials to not test the employees for anthrax exposure. Even after two New 
Jersey postal workers displayed symptoms of anthrax exposure illness, the CDC 
rejected state officials’ request to provide the necessary prophylactic antibiotics 
to the workers. The CDC even obstructed the state receiving a course of the 
antibiotics from the National 
Pharmaceutical Stockpile. As a result, 
two of the ill postal workers died from 
anthrax exposure: Thomas Morris (1) 
and Joseph Curseen (2). Both Black 
men. When the mainly Black postal 
workers were finally provided with 
antibiotics, they were only provided a 
10-day supply while those exposed on 
Capital Hill, mainly White, were given a 

 
5 William J. Broad and Scott Shane, “Scientists’ Analysis Disputes F.B.I. Closing of Anthrax 
Case,” The New York Times October 9, 2011; Martin E. Hugh-Jones, Barbara Hatch 
Rosenberg and Stuart Jacobsen, “Evidence for the Source of the 2001 Attack Anthrax,” Journal 
of Bioterrorism & Biodefense S3 (2012): 1-9; idem, “The 2001 Attack Anthrax: Key 
Observations,” Journal of Bioterrorism & Biodefense S3 (2011): 1-10.   
6 Randall Mikkelsen, “Anthrax suspect must have had help: U.S. senator,” Reuters September 
17, 2008.  
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60-day supply.7 In many ways the 2001 Anthrax Attack can and probably should 
be viewed as the template for the 2020 Coronavirus Pandemic.    

Since the anthrax terror attacks were an inside job, 
what was their purpose?      According to investigators, the 
biowarfare domestic terrorists behind the Anthrax Attacks 
intended to demonstrate that the U.S. was badly prepared for 
an act of biological terrorism and, as a consequence, they 
wanted to nudge the government into investing more money 
into bioweapons research, which would translate to a budget 
increases for those engaged in the research – such Dr. Fauci’s 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID).  
These American bioterrorists’ achieved their goal 
spectacularly. The Bush Administration quadrupled federal spending on 
biodefense to $6 billion in 2003. Former USAMRIID commander David Franz 
said, “I think a lot of good has come from it. From a biological or a medical 
standpoint, we’ve now five people who have died, but we’ve put about $6 billion 
in our [2003] budget into defending against bioterrorism.”8  As Steve Moore 
wrote: “One could not find a clearer statement of the ends justifies the means 
theory.”9   

Among the greatest beneficiaries of the windfall was Dr. Anthony Fauci’s 
institution, the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, which Dr. 
Fauci has led as Director since 1984. Of the $6 billion in new funding, the 
National Institutes of Health (NIH) got $1.7 billion of it, most of which went to 
Fauci’s NIAID, a department of the NIH. I guess this makes sense, given that it 
was Fauci who persuaded the White House that the insider “anthrax attacks” 
justified allocating the $1.7 billion to the NIH. The windfall resulted in a 47% 
increase in NIAID’s overall budget in a single year! Fauci was able to build 14 new 
biosafety level 3 and BSL-4 labs in order to expand NIAID’s biodefense 
research.10         

Thus, in the wake of the bio-researchers-launched domestic bioterrorist 
attack with military grade anthrax that mostly harmed people of color, the bio-

 
7 Marilyn Thompson, The Killer Strain: Anthrax and a Government Exposed 
(HarpersCollins, 2003); Elin Gursky, Thomas V. Inglesby and Tara O’Toole, “Anthrax 2001: 
Observations on the Medical and Public Health Response,” Biosecurity and Bioterrorism 
1 (2003): 97: 110.  
8 Brian Ross, “Few Clues in Anthrax Investigation,” ABC News January 7, 2006; Don Foster, 
“The Message in the Anthrax,” Vanity Fair October 2003: 180-200; Marilyn W. Thompson, 
“The Pursuit of Steven Hatfill,” Washington Post September 14, 2003; idem, “Reporter 
Interview on Steven Hatfill Article,” Washington Post September 15, 2003; Steve Moore, 
“CIA Scientist: A Key Suspect in U.S. Anthrax Attacks,” Global Research 2 (2002): 9-11.   
9 Steve Moore, “Why the FBI Cannot Catch the Anthrax Killer,” Global Research April 14, 
2003. 
10 Jocelyn Kaiser and Martin Enserink, “Has Biodefense Gone Overboard?” Science 307 
(2005): 1396-1398.  



 
 

PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION I: TONY FAUCI AND BIOWEAPONS RESEARCH 

research infrastructure enjoyed a huge expansion as well as a consolidation. 
Exactly a year after the insider attacks the Army and the NIH proposed to link 
their labs and unite their assets. The American bioweapons program of the 
Department of Defense and Dr. Fauci’s National Institute of Allergy and 
Infectious Diseases officially “joined forces” in new, top-level bioterrorism 
research that is committed to pooling military and NIAID resources and creating 
a military and civilian scientific “brain trust.” This means that Fauci’s NIAID has 
effectively become a proxy for the Army’s biowarfare program. With the new 
money a new $105 million Biosafety Level 4 lab was to be constructed at Fort 
Detrick, jointly used by the USAMRIID and the NIAID and operated by the latter 
– Dr. Fauci’s institution.11 Wendy Orent of The Los Angeles Times expressed 
it soundly:  
 

Since the anthrax-laced letters were mailed in September and October of 2001, U.S. biodefense 
[spending] has blown up out of all proportion to any rational assessment of the bioweapons threat… 
 
In 2005, [Richard Ebright] and 757 other microbiologists sent a stinging open letter to Elias 
Zerhouni, director of the National Institutes of Health, protesting the government’s preoccupation 
with “priority pathogens” -- germs such as anthrax that could be used in a bioweapons attack. But 
Zerhouni and Anthony Fauci, director of the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious 
Diseases, would have none of it. In a letter published in the journal Science, they disagreed: “The 
United States has experienced an anthrax attack, and security experts repeatedly express concern 
that future attacks with biological weapons are likely, if not inevitable.” 
 
But we didn’t actually experience an anthrax attack. The whole incident amounted to a snake 
eating its own tail. No ingenious biowarrior from Al Qaeda sent the lethal envelopes through the 
U.S. postal system. An American scientist did. The FBI and its genetic analyses leave no doubt… 
The lesson of the anthrax letters isn’t that we’re in danger of a bioweapons attack from terrorists. 
It’s that U.S. biodefense itself has become a threat: We have met the enemy -- and it is us (emphasis 
added – WM).12 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Included in that U.S. biodefense “enemy” threat was Dr. Anthony Fauci, who now is the 
U.S. face of America’s alleged “war” on COVID-19 and the coronavirus, which is now 
disproportionately ravaging poor Black people. In many ways the 2001 Anthrax Attack 
can and probably should be viewed as the template for the 2020 Coronavirus Pandemic. 

 
11 Peg Brickley, “Army and NIH to link labs,” The Scientist October 7, 2002; Scott Shane, 
“High-security facilities to help devise better defenses against bioterror,” Baltimore Sun 
October 16, 2002.  
12 Wendy Orent, “Our own worst bioenemy,” Los Angeles Times August 13, 2008. 
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What most people are not aware of is that, with the financial gain that the Anthrax 
Attacks brought to Dr. Fauci’s NIAID he has been able to fund most of the bioresearch 
that genetically engineered the proto-type viruses leading to COVID-19’s highly 
infectious coronavirus.  
 
 
 


