REGENERATION OF BODY PARTS
USING CHICKEN DNA
THIS IS QUITE CLEAR: HERE WE HAVE EMBRYONIC CHICKEN DNA BEING
AUTOMATICALLY ALTERED TO SEVERAL OTHER FORMS OF DNA I.E. DOGS,
CATS & HUMANS.
THE QUESTION IS HOW?
THE “SCIENCE” OF GENETICS HOLDS THAT THE DNA CONTAINS A
COMPUTER PROGRAM WHICH CAN NOT BE ALTERED. WHOOPS! THAT’S
JUST BEEN DIS-PROVEN. AND, OF COURSE, THE SCIENCE OF GENETICS HAS
NEVER FOUND WHAT STARTS GENETIC DIFFERENTIATION IN THE FIRST
PLACE – SO, FOR THEM TO MISS THAT DNA CAN BE SHARED FROM
MAMMAL TO MAMMAL IS UNDERSTANDABLE – THEY DON’T WANT TO
KNOW.
BUT, IT IS HARD TO SWALLOW I.E. CHICKEN PARTS REGROWING A DOG’S
FOOT OR HEALING HUMAN BED SORES. NOW WHY?
ONE OF THE KEYS IS THAT THE CHICKEN BASE MATERIAL COMES FROM
VERY YOUNG CHICKENS WITH IMMATURE IMMUNE SYSTEMS – SINCE THE
IMMUNE SYSTEM AND THE NERVOUS SYSTEM WORK TOGETHER. THEN
WE KNOW THAT THIS CHICKEN DNA IS NOT FULLY PROGRAMMED AS
CHICKEN DNA. NOT QUITE STEM CELLS AND NOT QUITE FULLY
DIFFERENTIATED CHICKEN CELLS EITHER. SO, ALMOST A BLANK BLACK
BOARD. DITTO THE MICE AT THE BEGINNING OF THE ARTICLE.
THE BOTTOM LINE IS THIS: AROUND ALL EMBRYOS AND IMMATURE
ORGANISMS THERE IS A FIELD INTO WHICH THAT ORGANISM GROWS –
PICTURES HAVE BEEN TAKEN OF THIS PROCESS – IT IS WITHOUT MYSTERY
AND NOT A THEORY.
AS STATED IN THE GENETIC LOGIC ESSAY – INITIAL GENETIC
DIFFERENTIATION IS CAUSED THE FIELD SURROUNDING THE ORGANISM.
MEANING THAT IF YOU CUT THE FOOT OFF – A FIELD REMAINS – SINCE
THAT FIELD IS THERE AFTER THE FOOT IS GONE, THEN THE FIELD MUST
HAVE BEEN THERE BEFORE THE FOOT GOT THERE, WHICH WE KNOW IS A
FACT.
SO, HERE WE HAVE FURTHER PROOF THAT IT IS THE FIELD THAT CAUSES
THE INITIAL GENETIC DIFFERENTIATION. THIS IS EVEN A MORE GRAPHIC
CASE WHERE THE FIELD IS TAKING CHICKEN DNA AND TURNING IT INTO
HUMAN, DOG OR THE DNA OF ANY MAMMAL. YIKES – A PRETTY
POWERFUL FIELD. WELL THE 2-D DOES CONTROL THE 3-D – HERE IS
PROOF OF THAT:
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A patented gel extracted from immunological immature chickens has been shown to
regrow limbs of pets as well as successfully treat burns and bedsores.

Miracle mice
When, in 1994, Dr Ellen Heber-Katz of the Wistar Institute in Philadelphia was
monitoring marked mice in a group that she used as experi- mental animals in connection
with her research on multiple sclerosis, she received a surprise. The marked mice could
not be found! They had punch holes in the ears for identification, and at first it seemed as
though a mistake had been made, for now all of the mice had ears without any holes in
them. The experiment was repeated and it became clear that the holes were repairing
themselves in about three weeks and leaving no scars. Initially, a number of immature cells
formed along the edges of the hole to give a regeneration-blastema which rapidly
subdivided so that the hole gradually closed up. There was perfect re-formation of
cartilage, blood vessels, and skin.
In contrast to water lizards, for example, mammals have been considered to have very
little ability to reconstruct parts of the body. The severed tail or leg of a newt can regrow
completely. The cells just beneath the cut surface form undifferentiated mesenchyme cells
– a blastema which the grows further and forms precisely the differentiated cells that are
distal from the cut.
With humans, it is known that the final joint of the fourth finger in a small child can
regrow. This was discovered following an accidental failure to cover a cut surface with
skin, which would have otherwise prevented the regrowth.
Luckily, Dr Heber-Katz’s mice were unaware that what they had done was impossible
according to established medical doctrine.
What was special about these mice? Well, part of their immune defence was missing: the
alpha- beta T-cells. These so called MRL mice had been bred for studies of auto-immune
diseases such as lupus.
Further experiments carried out by Dr Heber- Katz and her group have shown that these
mice can also regrow bone, muscles and the central nervous system. For example, a
docked mouse regrew its tail, a severed visual nerve repaired itself, and mobility returned
after about one month following partial removal of spinal marrow. In addition, the hearts

of the MRL mice have the ability to recover after extensive damage.
In the area of stem cell research, methods are currently intensively developed for the
repair of tissues and organs in the human body. Stem cells have the ability to develop into
types of specialised (differentiated) cells. Pluripotent stem cells can produce most types
of cells, while multipotent stem cells can give only a limited number of different cell
types. It is known that adults have stem cells in the skin, the liver, the brain, bone
marrow and elsewhere, but they are present in only small amounts and are difficult to
isolate. What is needed s a method to deprogram differentiated cells so that they become
preferably pluripotent stem cells or at least multipotent stem cells, which then could be
made to differentiate to the desired type of cell.
It is possible, however, that the problem of how to make human arms and legs regenerate
them- selves is nearly solved. The readers can learn about this in what follows.

Problem solved ?
In 1964 the veterinary Dr Harry Robertson happened to burn his hand, and sought relief
by quickly immersing it in a gel which was nearby. After 10 minutes the pain had
disappeared, there were no blisters, and in due course the hand healed without any scars.
The gel was a fresh extract of chicken bones, used as a cheap source of protein. After
testing its healing properties on animals and humans, Dr Robertson began to marker it
under the name Revital.
Dr Robertson claims that Revital is antibacterial and antiviral, can regenerate nerves and
muscles, can heal third-degree burns without scar formation so that transplantation is
unnecessary, and can eliminate acne scars and heal difficult bed sores.

Healing seriously injured pets
In one example, injuries in cats leading to the loss of 2.5 cm broad pieces of muscle were
packed with Revital three times per day for a period of three weeks, leading to complete
re- growth of the muscle.
A dog had been dragged beneath a car, losing most of its thigh muscle and leaving a large
part of the thigh bone and hip joint exposed. As an alternative to having the dog put
down, Dr Robertson applied Revital and bandaged the injury, whereupon the dog
appeared to feel little or no pain within an hour. When the injury was rebandaged several
days later, it was found to be completely clean and healing well, although it smelled
strongly. The dog recovered completely and new hair grew.

Dr Robertson had been taught that when muscles and nerves are destroyed, they cannot
regenerate themselves; but in numerous cases he found that regeneration did occur when
Revital was used. On one occasion, a poodle had chewed off its foot and had the stump
packed with Revital, which led to the growth of a new foot! Another dog suffered 40 per
cent burns to its body and healed completely with Revital.
Dr Robertson documented his claims by taking a series of photographs throughout the
healing process.

Revital patent and registration
Several persons have testified to the successful treatment of their burns, cuts, abrasion,
herpes simplex blisters and bedsores with Revital.
The production of Revital is straightforward and is done by extracting ground-up chicken
legs with vinegar. The whole procedure is described in U.S. Patent No. 4,455,302 of June
1984. One kilogram of chicken legs gives 50 grams of Revital. In 1977, Dr Robertson
began to sell products which he had made himself. He applied to the US Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) for permission to market Revital as a “Class I Device” (baby
powder also belongs to this group) and this was allowed without prescription since it
contained no physically damaging substances. The sales of Revital in the local pharmacy
rose to $39,000 per month from word- of-mouth advertising, and in addition there were
postal sales.
In June 1981 issue of Science Digest published a four- page article about Dr Robertson. In
the same year, the FDA asked Dr Robertson to register Revital as a drug- a process
which could take up to 10 years and cost millions of dollars, but with the aid of lawyers
he was able to retain the “Class I Device” designation.
Subsequently, the FDA reported that Revital contained high levels of bacteria and did not
comply with its requirements. Dr Robertson was therefore forbidden to market his
products.

FDA stops Dr Robertson and Revital
The FDA was required by the Freedom of Information Act to produce the results of their
sterility tests on the three random samples they had examined, but were unable to provide
any evidence of contamination. At Dr Robertson’s request, several random samples of
Revital were sent to four different independent laboratories, and all reported that the
product satisfied sterility requirements of the United States Pharmacopoeia (UPS).

(Note: Preparations of Revital have a typical pH of ca.4.6, which, to say the least, is not
ideal for the growth of bacteria!) However, the FDA was determined to prevent the sale
of Revital. Dr Robertson was now nearly 80 years old and too disheartened to try to
market Revital in another country. Thus did the FDA succeed in killing off this miracle
remedy.

Relationship between the experiments
What is the connection between Dr. Robertson’s Revital discovery and Dr Heber-Katz’s
experiments on mice? The answer is that the mice had an incomplete immune defence
system. In order to achieve regeneration, the chicken leg extract must be from
immunologically immature chickens, i.e., less than nine weeks old. How does chicken leg
extract from immunologically immature chickens differ from that from immunologically
mature chickens? Nobody knows, but it should be possible to find out. It is possible that
a tissue extract from immunologically immature animals has the ability to transform
human skin cells (which are easy to grow) to stem cells, solving the problem of how to
produce large amounts of stem cells.
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